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TITLE  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

Part  24 — Formal  Education  Require¬ 
ments  for  Appointment  to  Certain 
Scientific,  Technical,  and  Profes¬ 
sional  Positions 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

Sections  24.75,  24.79  and  24.80  are  re¬ 
voked  and  the  headnote  of  §  24.56  is 
amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  24.56  Research  Forester,  GS-461- 
5-15. 

(Sec.  11,  58  Stat.  390;  5  U.  S.  C.  860) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56  3275;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:47  a.  m.) 

TITLE  6— AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Chapter  III — Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

Subchapter  C — Production  and  Subsistence  Loans 
[FHA  Instruction  441.2] 

Part  341 — Policies  and  Authorities 

LIMITATIONS  ON  USE  OF  PRODUCTION  AND 
SUBSISTENCE  loan  funds 

Since  subparagraphs  (5)  through  (13) 
of  §  341.3  (a)  of  this  chapter  (20  F.  R. 
393)  have  been  redesignated  as  subpara¬ 
graphs  (6)  through  (14)  (21  F.  R.  887), 
the  introductory  portion  of  §  341.3  (b)  is 
hereby  amended  to  refer  to  the  redesig¬ 
nated  subparagraph  numbers,  and  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  341.3  Use  of  loan  funds.  *  *  * 

(b)  The  use  of  Production  and  Sub¬ 
sistence  loan  funds  for  the  purposes  au¬ 
thorized  in  paragraph  (a)  (11),  (12), and 
(13)  of  this  section  is  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  limitations:  *  *  * 

(Sec.  41  (i) ,  60  Stat.  1066;  7  U.  S.  C.  1015  (i) ) 
Dated:  April  24,  1956. 

[seal]  R.  B.  McLeaish, 

Administrator , 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

]F.  R.  Doc.  56-3293;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.J 


TITLE  7— -AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  65] 

Part  922 — Valencia  Oranges  Grown  in 
Arizona  and  Designated  Part  of 
California 

LIMITATION  OF  HANDLING 

§  922.365  Valencia  Orange  Regula¬ 
tion  65 — (a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to 
Order  No.  22  (7  CFR  Part  922) ,  regulating 
the  handling  of  Valencia  oranges  grown 
in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  effective  March  31,  1954,  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Valencia  Orange  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  under  the  said  order, 
and  upon  other  available  information, 
it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of 
handling  of  such  Valencia  oranges,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat. 
237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reason¬ 
able  time  is  permitted,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  for  preparation  for  such  ef¬ 
fective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee  held 
an  open  meeting  on  April  18,  1956, 
after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  con¬ 
sider  supply  and  market  conditions  for 
Valencia  oranges  and  the  need  for  regu¬ 
lation;  interested  persons  were  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  submit  information 
and  views  at  this  meeting;  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  supporting  information 
for  regulation  during  the  period  speci- 
( Continued  on  p.  2719) 
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fied  herein  was  promptly  submitted  to 
the  Department  after  such  meeting  was 
held;  the  provisions  of  this  section,  in¬ 
cluding-  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  Valencia  oranges;  it  is  nec¬ 
essary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this  section 
effective  during  the  period  herein  speci¬ 
fied;  and  compliance  with  this  section 
will  not  require  any  special  preparation 
on  the  part  of  persons  subject  thereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s  .t.,  April  29, 
1956,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t., 
February  3,  1957,  no  handler  shall  han¬ 
dle  any  Valencia  oranges,  grown  in  Dis¬ 
trict  2,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than 
2.31  inches  in  diameter,  which  shall  be 
the  largest  measurement  at  a  right  angle 
to  a  straight  line  running  from  the  stem 
to  the  blossom  end  of  the  fruit :  Provided, 
That  not  to  exceed  5  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  oranges  contained  in  any  type  of 
container  may  measure  smaller  than  2.31 
inches  in  diameter. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handle,** 
“handler,”  and  “District  2”  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  said 
order. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  April  24, 1956. 

[seal!  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  56-3294;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


TITLE  12— BANKS  AND 
BANKING 

Chapter  II — Federal  Reserve  System 

Subchapter  A — Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System 

Part  224 — Discount  Rates 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

Pursuant  to  section  14  (d)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Act,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
adjusting  discount  rates  with  a  view  to 
accommodating  commerce  and  business 
in  accordance  with  other  related  rates 
and  the  general  credit  situation  of  the 
country,  Part  224  is  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

1.  Section  224.2,  relating  to  advances 
and  discounts  for  member  banks  under 
sections  13  and  13a  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 


serve  Act,  is  amended  so  as  to  change  the 
percentage  rate  for  such  advances  and 
discounts  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Chicago  from  2Yz  to  2%,  effective 
April  20,  1956. 

2.  Section  224.3,  relating  to  advances 
to  member  banks  under  section  10  (b) 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  is  amended 
so  as  to  change  the  percentage  rate  for 
such  advances  by  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  Chicago  from  3  to  3*4,  effective 
April  20,  1956. 

3.  Section  224.4,  relating  to  advances 
to  individuals,  partnerships  or  corpora¬ 
tions  other  than  member  banks  secured 
by  direct  obligations  of  the  United  States 
under  the  last  paragraph  of  section  13 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  is  amended 
so  as  to  change  the  percentage  rate  on 
such  advances  by  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  Chicago  from  3*4  to  3%,  effec¬ 
tive  April  20,  1956. 

4.  Section  224.5,  relating  to  advances 
to  industrial  and  commercial  businesses 
(including  loans  made  in  participation 
with  financial  institutions)  under  section 
13b  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  is  amend¬ 
ed  so  as  to  change  the  percentage  rate 
on  such  advances  by  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  Chicago  from  2*4-5  to  3-5  *,4, 
effective  April  20, 1956. 

For  the  reasons  and  good  cause  found 
as  stated  in  §  224.7,  there  is  no  notice, 
public  participation,  or  deferred  effective 
date  in  connection  with  this  action. 

(Sec.  11,  38  Stat.  262;  12  U.  S.  C.  248.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  14,  38  Stat.  264,  as  amended; 
12  U.  S.  C.  357) 

Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System, 
[seal]  Merritt  Sherman, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3272;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


TITLE  14— CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Commerce 

[Amdt.  160] 

Part  608 — Restricted  Areas 

HAWAII 

The  restricted  area  alteration  appear¬ 
ing  hereinafter  has  been  coordinated 
with  the  civil  operators  involved,  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force, 
through  the  Air  Coordinating  Commit¬ 
tee,  Airspace  Panel  and  is  adopted  to  be¬ 
come  effective  when  indicated  in  order  to 
promote  safety  of  the  flying  public. 
Since  a  military  function  of  the  United 
States  is  involved,  compliance  with  the 
notice,  procedure  and  effective  date  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  is  not  required. 

Part  608  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  608.62,  the  Mokuleia  Island  of 
Oahu,  Territory  of  Hawaii,  area  (R^333 
formerly  D-333),  amended  on  February 
11,  1953,  in  18  F.  R.  844,  is  further 
amended  by  changing  the  “Designated 
Altitudes”  column  to  read:  “Surface  to 
40,000  feet  MSL.” 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interprets  or  applies  Sec.  601,  52  Stat. 
1007,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551) 


This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
on  May  18,  1956. 

[seal]  C.  J.  Lowen, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3265;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


TITLE  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

Subchapter  A — General 

Part  1 — Regulations  for  the  Enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drugi,  and 
Cosmetic  Act 

labeling  requirements  for  foods,  drugs, 
and  cosmetics 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  701 
(a),  52  Stat.  1055;  21  U.  S.  C.  371 

(a)  )  and  pursuant  to  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  (20  F.  R.  1996),  the 
following  amendments  are  hereby  pro¬ 
mulgated  : 

1.  In  §  1.9  Food;  labeling;  prominence 
of  required  statements  paragraph  (c)  (1) 
is  amended  by  changing  the  period  at  the 
end  thereof  to  a  colon  and  adding  the 
following  clause:  " Provided ,  however. 
That  in  the  case  of  articles  distributed 
solely  in  a  Territory  where  the  predomi¬ 
nant  language  is  one  other  than  English, 
the  predominant  language  may  be  sub¬ 
stituted  for  English.” 

2.  In  §  1.103  Drugs  and  devices;  forms 
of  making  required  statements  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (1)  is  amended  by  changing 
the  period  at  the  end  thereof  to  a  colon 
and  adding  the  following  clause:  “ Pro¬ 
vided ,  however.  That  in  the  case  of 
articles  distributed  solely  in  a  Terri¬ 
tory  where  the  predominant  language  is 
one  other  than  English,  the  predominant 
language  may  be  substituted  for  Eng¬ 
lish.” 

3.  In  §  1.203  Cosmetic;  labeling  re¬ 
quirements,  form  of  stating  paragraph 

(b)  (1)  is  amended  by  changing  the  pe¬ 
riod  at  the  end  thereof  to  a  coloii  and 
adding  the  following  clause:  “Provided, 
however.  That  in  the  case  of  articles 
distributed  solely  in  a  Territory  where 
the  predominant  language  is  one  other 
than  English,  the  predominant  lan¬ 
guage  may  be  substituted  for  English.” 

Notice  and  public  procedure  are  not 
necessary  prerequisites  to  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  this  order,  and  I  so  find,  since  it 
relaxes  existing  requirements  and  since 
it  would  be  against  public  interest  to  de¬ 
lay  providing  for  the  amendments  set 
forth  above. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055;  21  U.  S.  C.  371.  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  secs.  403,  502,  602,  52  Stat. 
1047,  1050,  1054;  21  U.  S.  C.  343,  352,  362) 

Dated:  April  20, 1956. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3281;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 
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Subchapter  B — Food  and  Food  Products 

Part  120 — Tolerances  and  Exemptions 
From  Tolerances  for  Pesticide 
Chemicals  in  or  on  Raw  Agricultural 
Commodities 

tolerance  for  residues  of  basic  copper 

CARBONATE 

A  petition  was  filed  with  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  requesting  an  ex¬ 
emption  from  the  requirement  of  a  tol¬ 
erance  for  residues  of  basic  copper  car¬ 
bonate  that  result  from  post-harvest 
treatment  of  pears. 

The  evidence  in  the  petition  shows 
that  the  proposed  use  of  basic  copper 
carbonate  does  not  leave  residues  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  3  parts  per  million  of  combined 
copper.  In  the  interests  of  the  public 
health  it  is  concluded  that  to  provide 
for  post-harvest  use  of  basic  copper  car¬ 
bonate  on  pears  there  should  be  estab¬ 
lished  a  tolerance  of  3  parts  per  million 
of  combined  copper  rather  than  an 
exemption. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  cer¬ 
tified  that  this  pesticide  chemical  is  use¬ 
ful  for  the  purpose  for  which  a  tolerance 
is  being  established. 

After  consideration  of  the  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  petition  and  other  relevant 
material  which  show  that  the  tolerance 
established  in  this  order  will  protect  the 
public  health,  and  by  virtue  of  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  by  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  408  (d)  (2),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C. 
346a  (d)  (2) )  and  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  by  the 
Secretary  (21  CFR  120.7  (g)),  the  reg¬ 
ulations  for  tolerances  for  .pesticide 
chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  (21  CFR  Part  120)  are  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  section: 

§  120.136  Tolerance  for  residues  of 
basic  copper  carbonate.  The  tolerance 
for  residues  of  basic  copper  carbonate  in 
or  on  pears  from  post-harvest  use  of  the 
chemical  is  3  parts  per  million  of  com¬ 
bined  copper. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may,  at  any 
time  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  from  the 
effective  date  thereof,  file  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk,  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare,  Room  5440,  330  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  written  objections  thereto.  Ob¬ 
jections  shall  show  wherein  the  person 
filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by  this 
order,  specify  with  particularity  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  deemed  objectionable 
and  reasonable  grounds  for  the  objec¬ 
tions,  and  request  a  public  hearing  upon 
the  objections.  Objections  may  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof.  All  documents  shall 
be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as  amended;  21 
U.  S.  C.  371.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  408, 
68  Stat.  511;  21  U.  S.  C.  346a) 

Dated;  April  20, 1956. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3282;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:49  a.m.] 


TITLE  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

Part  7 — List  of  Forms,  Part  II,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act 

revocation  of  certain  sections 

In  the  matter  of  applications  under 
section  203  (b)  (a)  Interstate  Commerce 
Act. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  1,  held  at 
its  office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the 
17th  day  of  April  A.  D.  1956* 

The  matter  of  applications  under  the 
above  title  being  under  consideration: 

It  appearing  that  by  order  dated  No¬ 
vember  13,  1935,  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  5,  approved 
for  adoption  Form  BMC  12,  Applications 
for  Determination  of  Status,  under  sec¬ 
tion  203  (b)  (8) ,  Motor  Carrier  Act,  1935, 
of  carriers  engaged  in  the  local  interstate 
transportation  of  passengers  and  Form 
BMC  16,  Notice  of  the  filing  of  applica¬ 
tion  Form  BMC  12  to  be  served  on  com¬ 
peting  motor  carriers;  and  that  by  order 
dated  November  29,  1935,  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commisison,  Division  5,  ap¬ 
proved  for  adoption  Form  BMC  18,  Ap¬ 
plications  for  Determination  of  Status, 
under  section  203  (b)  (8) ,  Motor  Carrier 
Act,  1935,  of  carriers  engaged  in  the  local 
interstate  transportation  of  property  and 
Form  BMC  19,  Notice  of  the  filing  of  ap¬ 
plication  Form  BMC  18  to  be  served  on 
competing  motor  carriers; 

It  further  appearing  that  the  use  of 
Forms  BMC  12  and  BMC  18  in  applying 
for  Determination  of  Status  under  sec¬ 
tion  203  (b)  (8)  and  the  Notices,  Forms 
BMC  16  and  BMC  19,  are  no  longer  re¬ 
quired  by  motor  carriers  and  that  there 
is  no  longer  any  need  for  the  use  of  such 
forms;  and  good  cause  therefor  appear¬ 
ing: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  referred-to  or¬ 
ders  of  November  13, 1935,  and  November 
29,  1935,  be,  and  they  are  hereby  vacated, 
and  that  the  application  forms  and  no¬ 
tices  adopted  or  prescribed  thereby  be, 
and  they  are  hereby,  canceled: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  §  7.12 
B.  M.  C.  12;  §  7.16  B.  M.  C.  16;  §  7.18 
B.  M.  C.  IS;  and  §  7.19  B.  M.  C.  19  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  revoked  and  deleted  in 
their  entirety. 

Notice  of  this  order  shall  be  given  to 
motor  carriers  and  the  general  public  by 
depositing  a  copy  in  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  and  by  filing  a  copy  thereof 


with  the  Director,  Division  of  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  204,  49  Stat.  546,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
304) 

By  the  Commission,  Division  1. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3276;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.| 

TITLE  50— WILDLIFE 

Chapter  III — International  Regulatory 
Agencies  (Fishing  and  Whaling) 

[Departmental  Reg.  108.285] 

Part  301 — Pacific  Halibut  Fisheries 

Regulations  of  the  International  Pa¬ 
cific  Halibut  Commission  adopted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Pacific  Halibut  Fishery 
convention  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  signed  March  2, 
1953. 

Sec. 

301.1  Regulatory  areas. 

301 .2  Length  of  halibut  fishing  seasons. 

301.3  Closed  seasons. 

301.4  Catch  limits  in  Areas  2  and  3 A. 

301.5  Size  limits. 

301.6  Licensing  of  vessels. 

301.7  Retention  of  halibut  taken  under 

permit. 

301.8  Conditions  limiting  validity  of  per¬ 

mits. 

301 .9  Statistical  return  by  vessels. 

301.10  Statistical  return  by  dealers. 

301.11  Closed  nursery  grounds. 

301.12  Dory  gear  prohibited. 

301.13  Nets  prohibited. 

301.14  Retention  of  tagged  halibut. 

301.15  Responsibility  of  master. 

301.16  Supervision  of  unloading  and  weigh¬ 

ing. 

301.17  Previous  regulations  superseded. 

Authority:  §§  301.1  to  301.17  issued  under 
Art.  Ill,  50  Stat.,  Part  2, 1353. 

§  301.1  Regulatory  areas,  (a)  Con¬ 
vention  waters  which  include  the  terri¬ 
torial  waters  and  the  high  seas  off  the 
western  coasts  of  Canada  and  the  United 
States  of  America  including  the  southern 
as  well  as  the  western  coasts  of  Alaska 
shall  be  divided  into  the  following  areas, 
all  directions  given  being  magnetic  un¬ 
less  otherwise  stated. 

(b)  Area  1A  (South  of  Heceta  Head) 

shall  include  all  convention  waters 
southeast  of  a  line  running  northeast  and 
southwest  through  Heceta  Head  Light, 
as  shown  on  Chart  5802,  published  in 
July  1947,  by  the  United  States  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey,  which  light  is  ap¬ 
proximately  latitude  44°08'18"  N., 

longitude  124°07'36"  W. 

(c)  Area  IB  (Heceta  Head  to  Willapa 
Bay)  shall  include  all  convention  waters 
between  Area  1A  and  a  line  running 
northeast  and  southwest  through  Wil¬ 
lapa  Bay  Light  on  Cape  Shoalwater,  as 
shown  on  Chart  6185,  published  in  July. 
1939,  by  the  United  States  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey,  which  light  is  approxi¬ 
mately  latitude  46°43'17"  N.,  longitude 
124  04T5"  W. 

(d)  Area  2  (Willapa  Bay  to  Cape 
Spencer)  shall  include  all  convention 
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waters  off  the  coasts  of  the  United  States 
of  America  and  of  Alaska  and  of  Canada 
between  Area  IB  and  a  line  running 
through  the  most  westerly  point  of 
Glacier  Bay,  Alaska,  to  Cape  Spencer 
Light  as  shown  on  Chart  8304,  published 
in  June,  1940,  by  the  United  States 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  which  light 
is  approximately  latitude  58°11'57"  N., 
longitude  136°38'18"  W.,  thence  south 
one-quarter  east  and  is  exclusive  of  the 
nursery  areas  closed  to  all  halibut  fishing 
in  §  301.11. 

(e)  Area  3 A  (Cape  Spencer  to  Shu- 
magin  Islands)  shall  include  all  the  con¬ 
vention  waters  off  the  coast  of  Alaska 
that  are  between  Area  2  and  a  straight 
line  running  southeast  one-half  east 
from  the  highest  point  on  Kupreanof 
Point,  which  highest  point  is  approxi¬ 
mately  latitude  55°34'08"  N.,  longitude 
159°36'00"  W.;  the  highest  point  on  Ku¬ 
preanof  Point  shall  be  determined  from 
Chart  8859  as  published  May  1954  (2d 
Edition)  by  the  United  States  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey,  Washington,  D.  C. 

(f)  Area  3B  (West  of  Shumagin  Is¬ 
lands  including  Bering  Sea)  shall  include 
all  the  convention  waters  off  the  coast 
of  Alaska  which  are  not  included  in  Area 
3A  or  in  Area  2  or  in  the  nursery  area 
described  in  paragraph  (b)  of  §  301.11. 

§  301.2  Length  of  halibut  fishing  sea¬ 
sons.  (a)  In  Area  1A,  the  halibut  fish¬ 
ing  season  shall  commence  at  6:00  a.  m. 
of  the  12th  day  of  May  and  terminate  at 
6:00  a.  m.  of  the  same  day  that  the  third 
halibut  fishing  season  in  Area  3B  shall 
terminate. 

(b)  In  Area  IB,  the  halibut  fishing 
seasons  shall  commence  and  terminate 
at  the  same  times  as  the  halibut  fishing 
seasons  in  Area  2  shall  commence  and 
terminate. 

(c)  In  Area  2,  there  shall  be  two  hali¬ 
but  fishing  seasons:  The  first  season 
commencing  at  6:00  a.  m.  on  the  12th 
day  of  May  and  terminating  at  6:00  a.  m. 
on  a  date  to  be  determined  and  an¬ 
nounced  under  paragraph  (b)  of  §  301.4; 
the  second  season,  commencing  at  6:00 
a,  m.  on  the  10th  day  of  August  and 
terminating  at  6:00  a.  m.  on  the  17th  day 
of  August,  or  on  a  later  date  that  may 
be  announced  by  the  Commission  prior 
to  commencement  of  the  second  season ; 
or  if  the  termination  of  the  first  season 
in  Area  2  or  in  Area  3A  be  later  than 
6:00  a.  m.  on  the  25th  day  of  July  the 
second  season  in  Area  2  shall  commence 
at  6:00  a.  m.,  sixteen  days  after  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  first  season  in  Area  2  or 
in  Area  3A,  whichever  shall  be  later,  and 
shall  terminate  at  6:00  a.  m.,  seven  days 
after  commencement  of  the  second  fish¬ 
ing  season  in  Area  2,  or  on  any  later 
day  that  may  be  announced  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  prior  to  the  commencement  of 
the  second  season. 

<d)  In  Area  3 A,  there  shall  be  two 
halibut  fishing  seasons:  The  first  season 
commencing  at  6:00  a.  m.  on  the  12th 
day  of  May  and  terminating  at  6:00  a.  m. 
on  a  date  to  be  determined  and  an¬ 
nounced  under  paragraph  (b)  of  §  301.4; 
the  second  season  commencing  at  6:00 
a.  m.  on  the  10th  day  of  August  and 
terminating  at  6:00  a.  m.  on  the  19th  day 
of  August,  or  on  a  later  date  that  may  be 
announced  by  the  Commission  prior  to 


commencement  of  the  second  season ;  or 
if  the  termination  of  the  first  season  in 
Area  2  or  in  Area  3 A  be  later  than  6:00 
a.  m.  on  the  25th  day  of  July  the  second 
season  in  Area  3A  shall  commence  at 
6 :00  a.  m.,  sixteen  days  after  termination 
of  the  first  season  in  Area  2  or  in  Area 
3A,  whichever  shall  be  later,  and  shall 
terminate  at  6:00  a.  m.,  nine  days  after 
commencement  of  the  second  fishing 
season  in  Area  3A,  or  on  any  later  day 
that  may  be  announced  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the 
second  season. 

(e)  In  Area  3B,  there  shall  be  three 
halibut  fishing  seasons :  The  first  and  the 
second  fishing  seasons  commencing  and 
terminating  at  the  same  times  as  the  first 
and  second  fishing  seasons  respectively 
in  Area  3A;  the  third  season,  of  twenty- 
three  days,  commencing  at  6:00  a.  m., 
twelve  days  after  the  termination  of  the 
second  fishing  season  and  terminating  at 
6:00  a.  m.,  thirty-five  days  after  the 
termination  of  the  second  season  pro¬ 
vided  the  latter  date  is  not  later  than 
6:00  a.  m.  of  the  1st  day  of  December 
when  all  convention  waters  shall  be 
closed  to  halibut  fishing  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  §  301.3. 

(f)  All  hours  of  opening  and  closing 
of  areas  in  this  section  and  other  sections 
of  the  regulations  in  this  part  shall  be 
Pacific  Standard  Time. 

301.3  Closed  seasons,  (a)  Under 
paragraph  1  of  Article  I  of  the  Conven¬ 
tion,  all  convention  waters  shall  be  closed 
to  halibut  fishing  except  as  provided  in 
§  301.2. 

(b)  All  convention  waters,  if  not  al¬ 
ready  closed  under  other  provisions  of 
the  regulations  in  this  part,  shall  be 
closed  to  halibut  fishing  at  6:00  a.  m. 
of  the  1st  day  of  December  and  shall 
remain  closed  until  reopened  as  provided 
in  §  301.2,  and  the  retention  and  landing 
of  any  halibut  caught  during  this  closed 
period  sail  be  prohibited. 

(c)  Nothing  contained  in  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  this  part  shall  prohibit  the  fish¬ 
ing  for  species  of  fish  other  than  halibut 
or  prohibit  the  International  Pacific 
Halibut  Commission,  hereinafter  in  the 
regulations  in  this  part  referred  to  as 
“the  Commission,”  from  conducting  or 
authorizing  fishing  operations  for  inves¬ 
tigation  purposes  as  provided  for  in 
paragraph  3  of  Article  I  of  the  Con¬ 
vention. 

301.4  Catch  limits  in  Areas  2  and  3 A. 

(a)  The  quantity  of  halibut  to  be  taken 
during  the  first  halibut  fishing  season  in 
Area  2  and  during  the  fii’st  halibut  fish¬ 
ing  season  in  Area  3 A  in  1956  shall  be 
limited  to  26,500,000  pounds  and  28,000,- 
000  pounds  respectively  of  salable  hali¬ 
but,  the  weights  in  each  limit  to  be  com¬ 
puted  as  with  heads  off  and  entrails 
removed. 

(b)  The  Commission  shall  as  early  in 
the  said  year  as  is  practicable  determine 
and  announce  the  date  on  which  it 
deems  each  limit  of  catch  defined  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  will  be  at¬ 
tained,  and  the  limit  of  each  such  catch 
shall  then  be  that  which  shall  be  taken 
prior  to  said  date,  and  fishing  for  halibut 
in  the  area  or  areas  to  which  each  limit 
applies  shall  at  that  date  be  prohibited 
until  each  area  is  reopened  to  halibut 


fishing  as  provided  in  §  301.2,  and  pro¬ 
vided  that  if  it  shall  at  any  time  become 
evident  to  the  Commission  that  the  limit 
will  not  be  reached  by  such  date,  it  may 
substitute  another  date. 

(c)  No  catch  limits  shall  apply  to  the 
second  halibut  fishing  season  in  Area  2 
or  to  the  second  halibut  fishing  season 
in  Area  3A,  or  to  any  halibut  fishing 
season  in  any  other  area. 

§  301.5  Size  limits.  The  catch  of 
halibut  to  be  taken  from  all  areas  shall 
be  limited  to  halibut  which  with  head 
on  are  26  inches  or  more  in  length  as 
measured  from  the  tip  of  the  lower  jaw  to 
the  extreme  end  of  the  middle  of  the  tail 
or  to  halibut  which  with  the  head  off 
and  entrails  removed  are  5  pounds  or 
more  in  weight,  and  the  possession  of  any 
halibut  of  less  than  the  above  length,  or 
the  above  weight,  according  to  whether 
the  head  is  on  or  off,  by  any  vessel  or  by 
any  master  or  operator  of  any  vessel  or 
by  any  person,  firm  or  corporation,  is 
prohibited. 

§  301.6  Licensing  of  vessels,  (a)  All 
vessels  of  any  tonnage  which  shall  fish 
for  halibut  in  any  manner  or  hold  hali¬ 
but  in  possession  in  any  area,  or  which 
shall  transport  halibut  otherwise  than 
as  a  common  carrier  documented  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  or  of 
Canada  for  the  carriage  of  freight,  must 
be  licensed  by  the  Commission,  provided 
that  vessels  of  less  than  five  net  tons  or 
vessels  which  do  not  use  set  lines  need 
not  be  licensed  unless  they  shall  require 
a  permit  as  provided  in  §  301.7. 

(b)  Each  vessel  licensed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  carry  on  board  at  all  times 
while  at  sea  the  halibut  license  thus  se¬ 
cured  whether  it  is  validated  for  halibut 
fishing  or  endorsed  with  a  permit  as 
provided  in  §  301.8  and  this  license  shall 
at  all  times  be  subject  to  inspection  by 
authorized  officers  of  the  Governments 
of  Canada  or  the  United  States  or  by 
representatives  of  the  Commission. 

(c)  The  halibut  license  shall  be  is¬ 
sued  without  fee  by  the  customs  officers 
of  the  Governments  of  Canada  or  the 
United  States  or  by  representatives  of 
the  Commission  or  by  fishery  officers  of 
the  Governments  of  Canada  or  the 
United  States  at  places  where  there  are 
neither  customs  officers  nor  represent¬ 
atives  of  the  Commission.  A  new  license 
may  be  issued  by  the  officer  accepting 
statistical  return  at  any  time  to  vessels 
which  have  furnished  proof  of  loss  of  the 
license  form  previously  issued,  or  when 
there  shall  be  no  further  space  for  rec¬ 
ord  thereon,  providing  the  receipt  of 
statistical  return  shall  be  shown  on  the 
new  form  for  any  halibut  or  other  species 
taken  during  or  after  the  voyage  upon 
which  loss  occurred. 

<d)  The  halibut  license  of  any  vessel 
shall  be  validated  before  departure  from 
port  for  each  halibut  fishing  operation 
for  which  statistical  return  is  required. 
This  validation  of  a  license  shall  be  by 
customs  officers  or  by  fishery  officers  of 
the  Governments  of  Canada  or  the 
United  States  when  available  at  places 
where  there  are  no  customs  officers  and 
shall  not  be  made  unless  the  area  in 
which  the  vessel  will  fish  is  entered  on 
the  license  form  and  unless  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  301.9  have  been  complied  with 
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for  all  landings  and  all  fishing  operations 
since  issue  of  the  license,  provided  that 
if  the  master  or  operator  of  any  vessel 
shall  fail  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  §  301.9,  the  halibut  license  of  such  ves¬ 
sel  may  be  validated  by  customs  officers 
or  by  fishery  officers  upon  evidence  either 
that  there  has  been  a  judicial  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  offense  or  that  the  laws  pre¬ 
scribing  penalties  therefor  have  been 
complied  with,  or  that  the  said  master  or 
operator  is  no  longer  responsible  for,  nor 
sharing  in,  the  operations  of  said  vessel. 

(e)  The  halibut  license  of  any  vessel 
fishing  for  halibut  in  Area  1A  as  defined 
in  §  301.1  must  be  validated  at  a  port  or 
place  within  Area  1A  prior  ta  each  such 
fishing  operation  during  the  second  hali¬ 
but  fishing  season  in  Areas  IB  and  2  as 
defined  in  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of 
§  301.2  and  when  Areas  IB  and  2  are 
closed  to  halibut  fishing. 

(f)  The  halibut  license  of  any  vessel 
fishing  for  halibut  in  Area  3B  during  the 
third  halibut  fishing  season  as  defined 
in  paragraph  (e)  of  §  301.2  must  be 
validated  at  a  port  or  place  within  Area 
3B  prior  to  such  fishinrand  again  before 
said  vessel  departs  from  Area  3B  subse¬ 
quent  to  such  fishing  if  said  vessel  has 
any  halibut  on  board. 

(g)  A  halibut  license  shall  not  be 
validated  for  departure  for  halibut  fish¬ 
ing  in  Areas  1A  or  IB  or  2  more  than 
48  hours  prior  to  the  commencement  of 
any  halibut  fishing  season  in  said  areas; 
nor  for  departure  for  halibut  fishing  in 
Areas  3A  or  3B  from  any  port  or  place 
inside  said  areas  more  than  48  hours 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  any  hali¬ 
but  fishing  season  in  said  areas;  nor  for 
departure  for  halibut  fishing  in  Areas 
3A  or  3B  from  any  port  or  place  outside 
said  areas  more  than  5  days  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  any  halibut  fishing 
season  in  said  areas. 

(h)  A  halibut  license  shall  not  be  valid 
for  halibut  fishing  in  more  than  one  of 
Areas  1A,  IB,  2  or  3A,  as  defined  in 
§  301.1,  during  any  one  trip  nor  shall  it 
be  revalidated  for  halibut  fishing  in  an¬ 
other  of  said  areas  while  the  vessel  has 
any  halibut  on  board. 

(i)  A  halibut  license  shall  not  be  valid 
for  halibut  fishing  in  any  area  closed  to 
halibut  fishing  nor  for  the  possession  of 
halibut  in  any  area  closed  to  halibut  fish¬ 
ing  except  while  in  actual  transit  to  or 
within  a  port  of  sale  and  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  section. 

(j)  Any  vessel  which  is  not  required 
to  be  licensed  for  halibut  fishing  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  not 
possess  any  halibut  of  any  origin  in  any 
area  closed  to  halibut  fishing  except 
while  in  actual  transit  to  or  within  a  port 
of  sale. 

(k)  A  halibut  license  shall  not  be 
valid  for  halibut  fishing  in  any  area 
while  a  permit  endorsed  thereon  is  in 
effect,  nor  shall  it  be  validated  while 
halibut  taken  under  such  permit  is  on 
board. 

(l)  A  halibut  license  when  validated 
for  halibut  fishing  in  Area  3A  shall  not  be 
valid  for  the  possession  of  any  halibut  in 
Area  2  if  said  vessel  is  in  possession  of 
baited  gear  more  than  25  miles  from 
Cape  Spencer  Light,  Alaska;  and  a  hali¬ 
but  license  when  validated  for  halibut 
fishing  in  Area  3B  shall  not  be  valid  for 


the  possession  of  any  halibut  in  Area  3A, 
when  Area  3A  is  closed  to  halibut  fishing, 
if  said  vessel  is  in  possession  of  baited 
gear  more  than  20  miles  by  navigable 
water  route  from  the  boundary  between 
Areas  3A  and  3B. 

(m)  No  person  on  any  vessel  which  is 
required  to  have  a  halibut  license  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  fish 
for  halibut  or  have  halibut  in  his  posses¬ 
sion,  unless  said  vessel  has  a  valid  license 
issued  and  in  force  in  conformity  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section. 

§  301.7  Retention  of  halibut  taken  un¬ 
der  permit,  (a)  There  may  be  retained 
for  sale  on  any  vessel  which  shall  have  a 
permit  as  provided  in  §  301.8  such  hali¬ 
but  as  is  caught  incidentally  to  fishing  by 
that  vessel  in  any  area  after  it  has  been 
closed  to  halibut  fishing  under  §  301.2  or 
§  301.4  with  set  lines  (of  the  type  com¬ 
monly  used  in  the  Pacific  Coast  halibut 
fishery)  for  other  species,  not  to  exceed 
at  any  time  one  pound  of  halibut  for  each 
seven  pounds  of  salable  fish,  actually 
utilized,  of  other  species  not  including 
salmon  or  tuna,  and  such  halibut  may  be 
sold  as  the  catch  of  said  vessel,  the 
weight  of  all  fish  to  be  computed  as  with 
heads  off  and  entrails  removed,  provided, 
that  it  shall  not  be  a  violation  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  for  any  such  vessel  to  have  in  pos¬ 
session  halibut  in  addition  to  the  amount 
herein  allowed  to  be  sold  if  such  addi¬ 
tional  halibut  shall  not  exceed  thirty  per¬ 
cent  of  such  amount  and  shall  be  for¬ 
feited  and  surrendered  at  the  time  of 
landing  as  provided  in  paragraph  (e)  of 
this  section. 

(b)  There  may  be  retained  for  sale  on 
any  vessel  which  shall  have  a  permit  as 
provided  in  §  301.8,  such  halibut  as  is 
caught  incidentally  to  fishing  for  species 
of  crab  by  that  vessel  in  that  part  of 
Area  3B  known  as  Bering  Sea  after  6:00 
a.  m.  of  the  12th  day  of  May  of  the  year 
1956  with  bottom  trawl  nets  (of  the  type 
commonly  used  in  the  Bering  Sea  king 
crab  fishery)  whose  cod  ends  or  fish  bags 
shall  consist  of  webbing  whose  dry- 
stretched  mesh  shall  measure  not  less 
than  12  inches  between  knots  or  hog 
rings,  not  to  exceed  at  any  time  one 
pound  of  halibut  for  each  five  pounds 
drained  weight  of  salable  picked  crab 
meat  or  the  equivalent  drained  weight 
of  crab  meat  in  the  shell  or  in  vacuum- 
packed  heat  processed  containers.  The 
equivalent  weight  of  meat  in  the  shell 
shall  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  15 
pounds  of  meat  in  the  shell  being  equal  to 
6  pounds  of  drained  picked  crab  meat 
and  the  equivalent  weight  of  processed 
meat  shall  be  computed  on  the  basis  of 
6x/2  ounces  of  drained/ weight  of  proc¬ 
essed  crab  being  equal  to  8  ounces  of 
picked  crab  meat. 

(c)  Halibut  retained  under  such  per¬ 
mit  shall  not  be  filleted,  fletched,  steaked 
or  butchered  beyond  the  removal  of  the 
head  and  entrails  while  on  the  catching 
vessel. 

(d)  Halibut  retained  under  such  per¬ 
mit  shall  not  be  landed  or  otherwise  re¬ 
moved  or  be  received  by  any  person,  firm 
or  corporation  from  the  catching  vessel 
until  all  halibut  on  board  shall  have  been 
reported  to  a  customs,  fishery  or  other 
authorized  enforcement  officer  of  the 
Governments  of  Canada  or  the  United 


States,  by  the  captain  or  operator  of  said 
vessel  and  also  by  the  person,  firm  or 
corporation  receiving  the  halibut,  and  no 
halibut  or  other  fish  or.  crabs  shall  be 
landed  or  removed  or  be  received  from 
the  catching  vessel,  except  with  the  per¬ 
mission  of  said  officer  and  under  such 
supervision  as  the  said  officer  may  deem 
advisable. 

(e)  Halibut  retained  under  such  per¬ 
mit  shall  not  be  purchased  or  held  in 
possession  by  any  person  other  than  the 
master,  operator  or  crew  of  the  catching 
vessel  in  excess  of  the  proportion  al¬ 
lowed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
until  such  excess,  whatever  its  origin, 
shall  have  been  forfeited  and  surrendered 
to  the  customs,  fishery  or  other  author¬ 
ized  officers  of  the  Governments  of  Can¬ 
ada  or  the  United  States.  In  forfeiting 
such  excess,  the  vessel  shall  be  permitted 
to  surrender  any  part  of  its  catch  of 
halibut,  provided  that  the  amount  re¬ 
tained  shall  not  exceed  the  proportion 
herein  allowed. 

(f)  Permits  for  the  retention  and 
landing  of  halibut  caught  in  Areas  1A, 
IB,  2,  3A  or  3B,  exclusive  of  that  part 
known  as  Bering  Sea,  in  the  year  1956 
shall  become  invalid  at  6:00  a.  m.  of  the 
16th  day  of  November  of  said  year  or  at 
such  earlier  date  as  the  Commission  shall 
determine. 

(g)  Permits  shall  become  invalid  for 
the  retention  of  halibut  caught  in  that 
part  of  Area  3B  known  as  Bering  Sea 
after  6:00  a.  m.  of  the  15th  day  of  No¬ 
vember  in  the  year  1956  and  shall  become 
invalid  for  the  landing  of  halibut  caught 
under  permit  in  that  part  of  Area  3B 
known  as  Bering  Sea  after  6:00  a.  m.  of 
the  15th  day  of  December  of  the  year 
1956  or  at  such  earlier  dates  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  determine. 

§  301.8  Conditions  limiting  validity  of 
permits,  (a)  Any  vessel  which  shall  be 
used  in  fishing  for  other  species  than 
halibut  in  any  afrea  after  it  has  been 
closed  to  halibut  fishing  under  §  301.2  or 
§  301.4  must  have  a  halibut  license  and 
a  permit  if  it  shall  retain,  land  or  sell 
any  halibut  caught  incidentally  to  such 
fishing  or  possess  any  halibut  of  any 
origin  during  such  fishing,  as  provided 
in  §  301.7. 

(b)  The  permit  shall  be  shown  by  en¬ 
dorsement  of  the  issuing  officer  on  the 
face  of  the  halibut  license  form  held  by 
said  vessel  and  shall  show  the  area  or 
areas  for  which  the  permit  is  issued. 

(c)  The  permit  shall  terminate  at  the 
time  of  the  first  landing  thereafter  of  fish 
or  crabs  of  any  species  and  a  new  permit 
shall  be  secured  before  any  subsequent 
fishing  operation  for  which  a  permit  is 
required. 

(d)  A  permit  shall  not  be  issued  to  any 
vessel  which  shall  have  halibut  on  board 
taken  while  said  vessel  was  licensed'  to 
fish  in  an  open  area  unless  such  halibut 
shall  be  considered  as  taken  under  the 
issued  permit  and  shall  thereby  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  forfeiture  when  landed  if  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  proportion  permitted  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  or  (b)  of  §  301.7. 

(e)  A  permit  shall  not  be  issued  to,  or 
be  valid  if  held  by,  any  vessel  which 
shall  fish  with  other  than  set  lines  of  the 
type  commonly  used  in  the  Pacific  Coast 
halibut  fishery  except  in  that  part  of 
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Area  3B  known  as  Bering  Sea  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  §  301.7. 

(f)  The  permit  of  any  vessel  shall  not 
be  valid  unless  the  permit  is  granted 
before  departure  from  port  for  each 
fishing  operation  for  which  statistical 
returns  are  required.  This  granting  of 
a  permit  shall  be  by  customs  officers  or 
by  fishery  officers  of  the  Governments 
of  Canada  or  the  United  States  when 
available  at  places  where  there  are  no 
customs  officers  and  shall  not  be  made 
unless  the  area  or  areas  in  which  the 
vessel  will  fish  is  entered  on  the  halibut 
license  form  and  unless  the  provisions 
of  §  301.9  have  been  complied  with  for 
all  landings  and  all  fishing  operations 
since  issue  of  the  license  or  permit,  pro¬ 
vided  that  if  the  master  or  operator  of 
any  vessel  shall  fail  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  §  301.9,  the  permit  of  such 
vessel  may  be  granted  by  customs  or 
fishery  officers  upon  evidence  either  that 
there  has  been  a  judicial  determination 
of  the  offense  or  that  the  laws  prescrib¬ 
ing  penalties  therefor  have  been  com¬ 
plied  with,  or  that  the  said  master  or 
operator  is  no  longer  responsible  for, 
nor  sharing  in,  the  operations  of  said 
vessel. 

(g)  A  permit  shall  not  be  valid  for 
the  landing  of  halibut  caught  inciden¬ 
tally  to  fishing  for  crabs  in  that  part  of 
Area  3B  known  as  Bering  Sea  unless  the 
vessel  shall  show  documentary  evidence 
of  date  of  departure  from  some  port  or 
place  within  said  area,  or  from  Akutan, 
Alaska,  subsequent  to  such  fishing. 
Such  documentary  evidence  may  con¬ 
sist  of  a  certified  written  statement  of  a 
properly  identified  and  responsible  resi¬ 
dent  within  that  part  of  Area  3B  known 
as  Bering  Sea  or  at  Akutan. 

(h)  The  permit  of  any  vessel  shall  not 
be  valid  if  said  vessel  shall  have  in  its 
possession  at  any  time  halibut  in  excess 
of  the  amount  allowed  under  paragraph 

(a)  or  (b)  of  §  301.7. 

(i)  No  person  shall  retain,  land  or 
sell  any  halibut  caught  incidentally  to 
fishing  for  other  species  in  any  area 
closed  to  halibut  fishing  under  §  301.2 
or  §  301.4,  or  shall  have  halibut  of  any 
origin  in  his  possession  during  such  fish¬ 
ing,  unless  such  person  is  a  member  of 
the  crew  of  and  is  upon  a  vessel  with  a 
halibut  license  and  with  a  valid  permit 
issued  and  in  foi’ce  in  conformity  with 
the  provisions  of  §  301.7  and  this  section. 

§  301.9  Statistical  return  by  vessels. 

(a)  Statistical  return  as  to  the  amount  of 
halibut  taken  during  fishing  operations 
must  be  made  by  the  master  or  operator 
of  any  vessel  licensed  under  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  this  part  and  as  to  the  amount 
of  halibut  and  other  species  by  the  mas¬ 
ter  or  operator  of  any  vessel  operating 
under  permit  as  provided  for  in  §§  301.7 
and  301.8,  within  96  hours  of  landing, 
sale  or  transfer  of  halibut  or  of  first  entry 
thereafter  into  a  port  where  there  is  an 
officer  authorized  to  receive  such  return. 

(b)  The  statistical  return  must  state 
the  port  of  landing  and  the  amount  of 
each  species  taken  within  the  area  or 
areas  defined  in  the  regulations  in  this 
part,  for  which  the  vessel’s  license  is 
validated  for  halibut  fishing  or  within 
the  area  or  areas  for  which  the  vessel’s 
license  is  endorsed  as  a  permit. 


(c)  The  statistical  return  must  in¬ 
clude  all  halibut  landed  or  transferred 
to  other  vessels  and  all  halibut  held  in 
possession  on  board  and  must  be  full, 
true  and  correct  in  all  respects  herein 
required. 

(d)  The  master  or  operator  or  any 
person  engaged  on  shares  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  any  vessel  licensed  or  holding  a 
permit  under  the  regulations  in  this  part 
may  be  required  by  the  Commission  or 
by  any  officer  of  the  Governments  of 
Canada  or  the  United  States  authorized 
to  receive  such  return  to  certify  to  its 
correctness  to  the  best  of  his  information 
and  belief  and  to  support  the  certificate 
by  a  sworn  statement.  Validation  of  a 
halibut  license  or  issuance  of  a  permit 
after  such  sworn  return  is  made  shall  be 
provisional  and  shall  not  render  the  li¬ 
cense  or  permit  valid  in  case  the  return 
shall  later  be  shown  to  be  false  or  fraud¬ 
ulently  made. 

(e)  The  master  or  operator  of  any 
vessel  holding  a  license  or  permit  under 
the  regulations  in  this  part  shall  keep 
an  accurate  log  of  all  fishing  operations 
including  therein  date,  locality,  amount 
of  gear  used,  and  amount  of  halibut 
taken  daily  in  each  such  locality.  This 
log  record  shall  be  open  to  inspection  by 
representatives  of  the  Commission  au¬ 
thorized  for  this  purpose. 

(f)  The  master,  operator  or  any  other 
person  engaged  on  shares  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  any  vessel  licensed  under  the 
regulations  in  this  part  may  be  required 
by  the  Commission  or  by  any  officer  of 
the  Governments  of  Canada  or  the 
United  States  to  certify  to  the  correct¬ 
ness  of  such  log  record  to  the  best  of  his 
information  and  belief  and  to  support 
the  certificate  by  a  sworn  statement. 

§  301.10  Statistical  return  by  dealers. 
(a)  All  persons,  firms  or  corporations 
that  shall  buy  halibut  or  receive  halibut 
for  any  purpose  from  fishing  or  trans¬ 
porting  vessels  or  other  carrier  shall  keep 
and  on  request  furnish  to  customs  of¬ 
ficers  or  to  any  enforcing  officer  of  the 
Governments  of  Canada  or  the  United 
States  or  to  representatives  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  records  of  each  purchase  or 
receipt  of  halibut,  showing  date,  locality, 
name  of  vessel,  person,  firm  or  corpora¬ 
tion  purchased  or  received  from  and  the 
amount  in  pounds  according  to  trade 
categories  of  the  halibut  and  other  spe¬ 
cies  landed  with  the  halibut. 

(b)  All  persons,  firms  or  corporations 
receiving  fish  from  a  vessel  fishing  under 
permit  as  provided  in  §  301.7  shall  within 
48  hours  make  to  an  authorized  enforce¬ 
ment  officer  of  the  Governments  of  Can¬ 
ada  or  the  United  States  a  signed  statis¬ 
tical  return  showing  the  date,  locality, 
name  of  vessel  received  from  and  the 
amount  of  halibut  and  of  other  species 
landed  with  the  halibut  and  certifying 
that  permission  to  receive  such  fish  was 
secured  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(d)  of  §  301.7.  Such  persons,  firms  or 
corporations  may  be  required  by  any 
officer  of  the  Governments  of  Canada 
or  the  United  States  to  support  the  ac¬ 
curacy  of  the  above  signed  statistical 
return  with  a  sworn  statement. 

(c)  All  records  of  all  persons,  firms  or 
corporations  concerning  the  landing, 
purchase,  receipt  and  sale  of  halibut  and 


other  species  landed  therewith  shall  be 
open  at  all  times  to  inspection  by  any 
enforcement  officer  of  the  Governments 
of  Canada  or  the  United  States  or  of  any 
authorized  representative  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Such  persons,  firms  or  corpo¬ 
rations  may  be  required  to  certify  to 
the  correctness  of  such  records  and  to 
support  the  certificate  by  a  sworn  state¬ 
ment. 

(d)  The  possession  by  any  person,  firm 
or  corporation  of  halibut  which  such 
person,  firm  or  corporation  knows  to  have 
been  taken  by  a  vessel  without  a  valid 
halibut  license  or  a  vessel  without  a  per¬ 
mit  when  such  license  or  permit  is  re¬ 
quired,  is  prohibited. 

(e)  No  person,  firm  or  corporation 
shall  unload  any  halibut  from  any  vessel 
that  has  fished  for  halibut  in  Area  3B 
during  the  third  halibut  fishing  season 
as  defined  in  paragr  aph  (e)  of  §  301.2 
unless  the  license  of  said  vessel  has  been 
validated  at  a  port  or  place  in  Area  3B 
as  required  in  paragraph  (f)  of  §  301.6 
or  unless  permission  to  unload  such  hali¬ 
but  has  been  secured  from  an  enforce¬ 
ment  officer  of  the  Governments  of 
Canada  or  the  United  States. 

§  301.11  Closed  nursery  grounds,  (a) 
The  following  areas  have  been  found  to 
be  populated  by  small,  immature  halibut 
and  are  designated  as  nursery  grounds 
and  closed  to  halibut  fishing,  and  no  per¬ 
son  shall  fish  for  halibut  in  either  of 
such  areas,  or  shall  have  halibut  in  his 
possession  while  fishing  for  other  species 
therein,  or  shall  have  halibut  of  any 
origin  in  his  possession  therein  except 
in  the  cpurse  of  a  continuous  transit 
across  such  area,  or  during  continuous 
transit  through  such  area  for  landing  at 
the  Port  of  Masset,  Q.  C.  I. 

(b)  First,  that  area  in  the  waters  off 
the  coast  of  Alaska  within  the  following 
boundary  as  stated  in  terms  of  the  mag¬ 
netic  compass  unless  otherwise  indi¬ 
cated:  From  the  north  extremity  of  Cape 
Ulitka,  Noy^s  Island,  approximately  lati¬ 
tude  55c33'48"  N.,  longitude  133°43'35" 
W.,  to  the  south  extremity  of  Wood 
Island,  approximately  latitude  55°39'44" 
N„  longitude  133°42'29"  W.;  thence  to 
the  east  extremity  of  Timbered  Islet, 
approximately  latitude  55°41'47"  N., 
longitude  133°47'42"  W. ;  thence  to  the 
true  west  extremity  of  Timbered  Islet, 
approximately  latitude  55°41'46"  N., 
longitude  133°48'01"  W.;  thence  south¬ 
west  three-quarters  south  sixteen  and 
five-eighths  miles  to  a  point  approxi¬ 
mately  latitude  55°34'46"  N.,  longitude 
134°  14 '40"  W.;  thence  southeast  by 
south  twelve  and  one-half  miles  to  a 
point  approximately  latitude  55°22'23" 
N.,  longitude  134®12'48"  W.;  thence 
northeast  thirteen  and  seven-eighths 
miles  to  the  southern  extremity  of  Cape 
Addington,  Noyes  Island,  latitude 
55°26T1"  N.,  longitude  133°49'12"  W.; 
and  to  the  point  of  origin  on  Cape  Ulitka. 
The  boundary  lines  herein  indicated 
shall  be  determined  from  Chart  8157,  as 
published  by  the  United  States  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey  at  Washington, 
D.  C.,  in  June  1929,  and  Chart  8152,  as 
published  by  the  United  States  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey  at  Washington, 
D.  C.,  in  March  1933,  and  reissued  March 
1939,  except  for  the  point  of  Cape  Add- 
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ington  which  shall  be  determined  from 
Chart  8158,  as  published  by  the  United 
States  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  in  De¬ 
cember  1923,  provided  that  the  duly  au¬ 
thorized  officers  of  the  United  States  of 
America  may  at  any  time  place  a  plainly 
visible  mark  or  marks  at  any  point  or 
points  as  nearly  as  practicable  on  the 
boundary  line  defined  herein,  and  such 
mark  or  marks  shall  thereafter  be 
considered  as  correctly  defining  said 
boundary. 

(c)  Second,  that  area  lying  in  the 
waters  off  the  northern  coast  of  Graham 
Island,  British  Columbia,  within  the  fol¬ 
lowing  boundary,  and  including  the 
waters  of  Sturgess  Bay,  Masset  Sound, 
Masset  Inlet,  and  bays  and  inlets  there¬ 
of:  from  the  northwest  extremity  of 
Wiah  Point,  latitude  54°06'50"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  132°19'18"  W.,  true  north  five  and 
one-half  miles  to  a  point  approximately 
latitude  54°  12 '20"  N.,  longitude 
132°19'18"  W.;  thence  true  east  approx¬ 
imately  sixteen  and  three-tenths  miles  to 
a  point  which  shall  lie  northwest  (ac¬ 
cording  to  magnetic  compass  at  any 
time)  of  the  highest  point  of  Tow  Hill, 
Graham  Island,  latitude  54°04'24"  N., 
longitude  131°48'00"  W.;  thence  south¬ 
east  to  the  said  highest  point  of  Tow 
Hill.  The  points  on  the  shoreline  of  the 
above  mentioned  island  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  from  Chart  3754,  published  at  the 
Admiralty,  London,  April  11,  1911,  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  duly  authorized  officers  of 
Canada  may  at  any  time  place  a  plainly 
visible  mark  or  marks  at  any  point  or 
points  as  nearly  as  practicable  on  the 
boundary  line  defined  herein,  and  such 
marks  shall  thereafter  be  considered  as 
correctly  defining  said  boundary. 

§  301.12  Dory  gear  prohibited.  The 
use  of  any  hand  gurdy  or  other  appliance 
in  hauling  halibut  gear  by  hand  power 
in  any  dory  or  small  boat  operated  from 
a  vessel  licensed  under  the  provisions  of 
the  regulations  in  this  part  is  prohibited 
in  all  convention  waters. 

§  301.13  Nets  prohibited.  (a>  It  is 
prohibited  to  retain  halibut  taken  in 
Areas  1A,  IB,  2,  3A  and  in  Area  3B,  ex¬ 


clusive  of  that  part  known  as  Bering  Sea, 
with  a  net  of  any  kind  or  to  have  in  pos¬ 
session  any  halibut  in  said  areas  while 
using  any  net  or  nets  other  than  bait 
nets  for  the  capture  of  other  species  of 
fish,  nor  shall  any  license  or  permit  vali¬ 
dated  for  said  areas  under  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  this  part  be  valid  during  the 
use  or  possession  on  board  of  any  net  or 
nets  other  than  bait  nets,  provided  that 
the  character  and  the  use  of  said  bait 
nets  conform  to  the  laws  and  regulations 
of  the  country  where  they  may  be  uti¬ 
lized  and  that  said  bait  nets  are  utilized 
for  no  other  purpose  than  the  capture 
of  bait  for  said  vessel. 

(b)  It  is  prohibited  to  retain  halibut 
taken  in  that  part  of  Area  3B  known  as 
Bering  Sea  with  any  net  which  does  not 
have  a  cod  end  or  fish  bag  of  webbing 
whose  dry-stretched  mesh  measures  12 
inches  or  more  between  knots  or  hog 
rings,  nor  shall  any  license  or  permit 
held  by  any  vessel  fishing  for  crabs  in 
that  part  of  Area  3B  known  as  Bering 
Sea  be  valid  for  the  possession  of  hali¬ 
but  during  the  use  or  possession  on  board 
of  any  net  which  does  not  have  a  cod 
end  or  fish  bag  of  webbing  whose  dry- 
stretched  mesh  measures  12  inches  or 
more  between  knots  or  hog  rings. 

§  301.14  Retention  of  tagged  halibut. 
Nothing  contained  in  these  regulations 
shall  prohibit  any  vessel  at  any  time 
from  retaining  and  landing  any  halibut 
which  bears  a  Commission  tag  at  the 
time  of  capture,  provided  that  such  hali¬ 
but  with  the  tag  still  attached  is  reported 
at  the  time  of  landing  to  representatives 
of  the  Commission  or  to  enforcement  of¬ 
ficers  of  the  Governments  of  Canada  or 
the  United  States  and  is  made  available 
to  them  for  examination. 

§  301.15  Responsibility  of  master. 
Wherever  in  the  regulations  in  this 
part  any  duty  is  laid  upon  any  vessel,  it 
shall  be  the  personal  responsibility  of  the 
master  or  operator  of  said  vessel  to  see 
that  said  duty  is  performed  and  he  shall 
personally  be  responsible  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  said  duty.  This  provision 
shall  not  be  construed  to  relieve  any 


member  of  the  crew  of  any  responsibility 
with  which  he  would  otherwise  be 
chargeable. 

§  301.16  Supervision  of  unloading  and 
weighing.  The  unloading  and  weighing 
of  the  halibut  of  any  vessel  licensed  un¬ 
der  the  regulations  in  this  part  and  the 
unloading  and  weighing  of  halibut  and 
other  species  of  any  vessel  holding  a  per¬ 
mit  under  the  regulations  in  this  part 
shall  be  under  such  supervision  as  the 
customs  or  other  authorized  officer  may 
deem  advisable  in  order  to  assure  the  ful¬ 
fillment  of  the  provisions  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  this  part. 


§  301.17.  Previous  regulations  super¬ 
seded.  The  regulations  in  this  part 
shall  supersede  all  previous  regulations 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  Convention  be¬ 
tween  Canada  and  the  United  States  of 
America  for  the  preservation  of  the 
halibut  fishery  of  the  Northern  Pacific 
Ocean  and  Bering  Sea,  signed  March  2, 
1953,  except  as  to  offenses  occurring 
prior  to  the  approval  of  the  regulations 
in  this  part.  The  regulations  in  this  part 
shall  be  effective  as  to  each  succeeding 
year,  with  the  dates  herein  specified 
changed  accordingly,  until  superseded  by 
subsequently  approved  regulations.  Any 
determination  made  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  the  regulations  in  this  part 
shall  become  effective  immediately. 

Seton  H.  Thompson, 
Chairman. 

S.  V.  Ozere, 

Vice-Chairman. 
Harold  S.  Helland, 
Mattias  Madsen, 

J.  W.  Mendenhall, 
Richard  Nelson. 


Signed:  Seton  H.  Thompson, 
Chairman. 
H.  A.  Dunlop, 

Secretary. 

Approved: 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 


April  18,  1956. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3271;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  53  ] 

Certain  Pork  Carcasses  and  Certain 
Swine 

notice  of  proposed  united  states  stand¬ 
ards  FOR  GRADES 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  section  4  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  (5  U.  S.  C.  1003)  that  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  is  considering 
the  issuance  of  official  United  States 
standards  for  grades  of  sow  carcasses 
and  official  United  States  standards  for 
grades  of  slaughter  sows,  under  sections 
203  and  205  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946  (7  U.  S.  C.  1622  and  1624) , 
as  amended  by  Public  Law  272, 84th  Con¬ 


gress,  and  under  the  general  language  in 
the  item  for  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  in  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  and  Farm  Credit  Administration 
Appropriation  Act,  1956  (Pub.  Law  40, 
84th  Congress;  69  Stat.  51).  The  docu¬ 
ment  would  appear  in  7  CFR  Part  53, 
Subpart  B,  as  follows: 

Sec. 

53.144  Application  of  standards  for  grades 

of  sow  carcasses. 

53.145  Specifications  for  official  United 

States  standards  for  grades  of  sow 
carcasses. 

53.154  Application  of  standards  for  grades 

of  slaughter  sows. 

53.155  Specifications  for  official  United 

States  standards  for  grades  of 
slaughter  sows. 

§  53.144  Application  of  standards  for 
grades  of  sow  carcasses,  (a)  The  stand¬ 


ards  for  grades  of  sow  carcasses  are 
based  on  ( 1 )  differences  in  yields  of  lean 
cuts  and  of  fat  cuts  and  (2)  differences 
in  quality  of  cuts.  There  are  rather  uni¬ 
form  differences  in  these  characteristics 
from  one  grade  to  another.  The  U.  S. 
No.  1  grade  has  about  the  minimum  de¬ 
gree  of  finish  required  to  produce  cuts  of 
acceptable  palatability.  The  four  major 
trimmed  lean  cuts — hams,  loins,  picnics, 
and  butts — normally  make  up  more  than 
48  percent  of  carcass  weight.  The  U.  S. 
No.  2  and  U.  S.  No.  3  grades  have  suc¬ 
cessively  higher  degrees  of  finish  result¬ 
ing  in  lower  yields  of  lean  cuts  and  higher 
yields  of  fat  cuts  than  U.  S.  No.  1  grade. 
Yields  of  lean  cuts  average  45  to  48  per¬ 
cent  and  under  45  percent  of  carcass 
weight,  respectively,  for  U.  S.  No.  2  and 
U.  S.  No.  3  grades.  In  addition,  the  cuts 
from  these  grades  have  more  .fat  remain- 
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ing  after  trimming  of  external  fat  than 
do  the  cuts  from  U.  S.  No.  1  grade  car¬ 
casses.  Medium  grade  carcasses  are 
underfinished  and  exhibit  the  lack  of 
firmness  and  indications  of  little  or  no 
marbling  (fat  interspersed  within  the 
lean)  associated  with  low  palatability. 
Cull  grade  carcasses  are  decidedly  under¬ 
finished  and  the  pork  is  soft  with  very 
little  evidence  of  marbling  and  is  of  low 
palatability. 

(b)  The  standards  for  grades  of  sow 
carcasses  apply  only  to  carcasses  with  the 
firmness  appropriate  to  their  degree  of 
finish.  However,  carcasses  which  are 
typically  soft  or  oily  as  a  result  of  feeds 
producing  soft  or  oily  fat  may  be  graded 
in  accordance  with  the  standards  pro¬ 
vided  they  are  identified  as  soft  or  oily 
along  with  the  grade. 

(c)  There  are  differences  in  the  bellies 
of  sow  carcasses  which  are  peculiar  to 
the  class.  Increasing  numbers  of  lit¬ 
ters  farrowed  and  raised  by  a  sow  re¬ 
sults  in  greater  development  of  mam¬ 
mary  tissue  and  increasing  roughness  of 
the  belly  along  the  teat  line  with  ac¬ 
companying  seediness.  In  addition, 
when  pigs  were  weaned  only  a  short  time 
before  the  sow  wras  slaughtered  the 
mammary  tissue  still  contains  milk  and 
the  bellies  are  commonly  termed  “wet”. 
However,  the  smoothness  or  dryness  of 
bellies  has  little  appreciable  effect  on  the 
basic  grade  determining  factors  and  the 
standards  contain  no  provision  for  alter¬ 
ing  the  grade  of  a  sow  carcass  due  to 
these  belly  characteristics.  Rather  than 
forming  a  part  of  the  basis  for  grade,  it 
is  the  intent  of  the  standards  that 
smoothness  and  dryness  of  bellies  should 
be  a  separate  consideration  used  in  con¬ 
junction  with  grade,  weight,  and  other 
factors  in  evaluating  sow  carcasses. 

(d)  Average  back  fat  thickness  meas¬ 
urements  provide  a  reliable  indication 
of  the  yields  of  cuts  and  the  quality  of 
cuts  which  determine  the  grade  of  sow 
carcasses.  Therefore,  indication  of  a 
specific  range  in  back  fat  thickness  for 
each  grade  forms  a  part  of  the  stand¬ 
ards  for  grade.  Analysis  of  measure¬ 
ment  and  cutting  data  for  sow  carcasses 
reveals  that  yields  of  cuts  are  approxi¬ 
mately  equal  in  carcasses  which  are  equal 
in  fat  thickness  but  widely  different  in 
weight.  Thus,  to  maintain  comparable 
yields  in  a  grade  at  all  weights,  back  fat 
thickness  requirements  for  a  grade  are 
the  same  at  all  weights.  This  is  in  con¬ 
trast  to  the  standards  for  barrows  and 
gilts,  in  which  the  fat  thickness  for  a 
grade  increases  for  heavier  or  longer 
carcasses  in  order  to  maintain  yields  of 
cuts.  With  practice  in  the  grading 
operation,  visual  estimates  of  fat  thick¬ 
ness  may  often  replace  actual  measure¬ 
ments  with  satisfactory  accuracy.  The 
following  table  of  measurements  provides 
an  objective  guide  in  determining  the 
grade  of  sow  carcasses. 


Average  back 

Grade:  fat  thickness  * 

U.  S.  No.  1 _ 1.5  to  1.9  inches. 

U.  S.  No.  2 . .  1.9  to  2.3  inches. 

U.  S.  No.  3 _ 2.3  or  more  inches. 

Medium _ 1.1  to  1.5  inches. 

Cull _ _ Less  than  1.1  inches. 


1  Average  of  three  measurements,  skin  in¬ 
cluded,  made  opposite  first  and  last  ribs  and 
the  last  lumbar  vertebra. 

No.  82 - 2 


(e)  In  addition  to  the  measurement 
guides  to  grade,  the  standards  also  in¬ 
clude  descriptive  specifications  outlining 
the  characteristics  of  sow  carcasses 
typical  of  the  minimum  degree  of  finish 
for  each  grade.  Average  back  fat  thick¬ 
ness  is  a  major  factor  in  grading,  but 
more  accurate  appraisal  of  yields  of  cuts 
and  quality  of  cuts  is  achieved  in  border¬ 
line  cases  by  consideration  of  thickness 
of  muscling,  conformation  of  the  major 
cuts,  uniformity  of  fleshing  and  finish, 
firmness,  and  indications  of  marbling. 
However,  in  no  case  may  the  final  grade 
of  a  carcass  be  more  than  one-half  the 
width  of  a  grade  different  than  that 
indicated  by  average  back  fat  thickness. 

(f)  The  standards  describe  rather 
typical  carcasses  of  each  grade,  and  no 
attempt  is  made  to  describe  the  numer¬ 
ous  combinations  of  characteristics  that 
may  qualify  a  carcass  for  a  particular 
grade. 

§  53.145  Svecifications  for  official 
United  States  standards  for  grades  of 
sow  carcasses — (a)  U.  S.  No.  1  grade. 
U.  S.  No.  1  grade  sow  carcasses  have 
about  the  minimum  degree  of  finish  re¬ 
quired  to  produce  pork  cuts  of  accepta¬ 
ble  palatability.  Meatiness  and  yield  of 
lean  cuts  from  carcass  weight  are 
slightly  high.  Yield  of  fat  cuts  is 
slightly  low.  The  ratio  of  total  lean  and 
fat  to  bone  is  slightly  high.  Carcasses 
with  the  minimum  finish  required  for 
U.  S.  No.  1  grade  are  moderately  long 
and  slightly  wide  in  relation  to  weight. 
The  back  and  loins  are  moderately  full 
and  thick  with  a  well-rounded  appear¬ 
ance.  Hams  are  usually  moderately 
thick  and  plump  and  are  slightly  full 
in  the  lower  part  toward  the  hock.  Bel¬ 
lies  are  moderately  long,  slightly  thick, 
and  moderately  uniform  in  thickness 
with  a  slightly  thick  belly  pocket. 
Shoulders  are  slightly  thick  and  full. 
Carcasses  are  usually  moderately  well- 
balanced  and  moderately  uniform  in 
fleshing  and  finish.  There  are  moderate 
quantities  of  interior  fat  in  the  pelvic 
area,  a  slightly  thin  but  moderately  ex¬ 
tensive  layer  of  fat  lining  the  inside 
surface  of  the  ribs,  and  a  slightly  small 
quantity  of  feathering,  or  fat  inter¬ 
mingled  with  the  lean  between  the  ribs. 
The  lean  is  firm.  Both  exterior  and  in¬ 
terior  fats  are  firm,  white,  and  of  ex¬ 
cellent  quality.  Carcasses  with  back  fat 
thickness  qualifying  them  for  the  fatter 
one-half  of  the  U.  S.  No.  1  grade  but  with 
thin  muscling  in  the  major  cuts,  uneven 
fleshing  and  finish,  or  thick  and  uneven 
bellies  shall  be  graded  U.  S.  No.  2.  Car¬ 
casses  with  back  fat  thickness  qualifying 
them  for  the  thinner  one-half  of  the 
U.  S.  No.  1  grade  but  with  only  a  mod¬ 
erately  thin  and  incomplete  rib  lining, 
a  moderately  small  quantity  of  feather¬ 
ing,  slightly  thin  bellies  with  moderately 
thin  belly  pockets,  and  moderately  soft 
lean  and  fat  shall  be  graded  Medium. 

(b)  U.  S.  No.  2  grade.  U.  S.  No.  2 
grade  sow  carcasses  have  a  higher  de¬ 
gree  of  finish  than  the  minimum  required 
to  produce  pork  cuts  of  acceptable 
palatability.  Meatiness  and  yield  of  lean 
cuts  from  carcass  weight  are  slightly  low. 
Yield  of  fat  cuts  is  slightly  high.  The 
ratio  of  total  lean  and  fat  to  bone  is 
moderately  high.  Carcasses  with  the 


minimum  finish  required  for  U.  S.  No.  2 
grade  are  slightly  short  and  moderately 
wide  in  relation  to  weight.  The  back 
and  loins  are  full  and  thick  and  are 
especially  full  near  the  edges.  Hams  are 
usually  thick  and  plump  and  are  mod¬ 
erately  full  in  the  lower  part  toward  the 
hock.  Bellies  are  slightly  short,  moder¬ 
ately  thick,  and  rather  uniform  in  thick¬ 
ness  with  a  moderately  thick  belly  pocket. 
Shoulders  are  moderately  thick  and  full. 
Carcasses  are  usually  well-balanced  and 
uniform  in  fleshing  and  finish.  There 
are  slightly  large  quantities  of  interior 
fat  in  the  pelvic  area,  a  slightly  thick 
and  rather  extensive  layer  of  fat  lining 
the  inside  surface  of  the  ribs,  and  mod¬ 
erate  feathering.  The  lean  is  firm. 
Both  exterior  and  interior  fats  are  firm, 
white,  and  of  excellent  quality.  Car¬ 
casses  with  back  fat  thickness  qualify¬ 
ing  them  for  the  fatter  one-half  of  the 
U.  S.  No.  2  grade  but  with  thin  muscling 
in  the  major  cuts,  uneven  fleshing  and 
finish,  or  very  thick  and  uneven  bellies 
shall  be  graded  U.  S.  No.  3.  Carcasses 
with  back  fat  thickness  qualifying  them 
for  the  thinner  one-half  of  the  U.  S.  No. 

2  grade  but  with  thick  muscling  in  the 
major  cuts,  well-balanced  fleshing  and 
uniform  finish,  and  slightly  thick  bellies 
shall  be  graded  U.  S.  No.  1. 

(c)  U.  S.  No.  3  grade.  U.  S.  No.  3 
grade  sow  carcasses  have  a  decidedly 
higher  degree  of  finish  than  the  mini¬ 
mum  required  to  produce  pork  cuts  of 
acceptable  palatability.  Meatiness  and 
yield  of  lean  cuts  from  carcass  weight  are 
low.  Yield  of  fat  cuts  is  high.  The 
ratio  of  total  lean  and  fat  to  bone  is  high. 
Carcasses  with  the  minimum  finish  re¬ 
quired  for  U.  S.  No.  3  grade  are  short  and 
wide  in  relation  to  weight.  The  back 
and  loins  are  very  full  and  thick  and  are 
decidedly  full  at  the  edges.  Hams  are 
usually  very  thick  and  plump  and  are 
full  in  the  lower  part  toward  the  hock 
due  to  a  thick  fat  covering.  Bellies  are 
short  and  thick  and  uniform  in  thickness 
with  a  thick  belly  pocket.  Shoulders  are 
thick  and  full.  Carcasses  are  usually 
well-balanced  and  uniform  in  fleshing 
and  finish.  There  are  large  quantities 
of  interior  fat  in  the  pelvic  area,  a  mod¬ 
erately  thick  and  extensive  layer  of  fat 
lining  the  inside  surface  of  the  ribs,  and 
slightly  abundant  feathering.  The  lean 
is  firm.  Both  exterior  and  interior  fats 
are  firm,  white,  and  of  excellent  quality. 
Carcasses  with  back  fat  thickness  indica¬ 
tive  of  nearly  minimum  finish  for  the 
U.  S.  No.  3  grade  but  with  thick  muscling 
in  the  major  cuts,  well-balanced  fleshing 
and  uniform  finish,  and  moderately  thick 
bellies  shall  be  graded  U.  S.  No.  2. 

(d)  Medium  grade.  Medium  grade 
sow  carcasses  have  a  lower  degree  of 
finish  than  the  minimum  required  to 
produce  pork  cuts  of  acceptable  palat¬ 
ability.  Yield  of  lean  cuts  from  carcass 
weight  is  moderately  high.  Yield  of  fat 
cuts  is  moderately  low.  The  ratio  of 
total  lean  and  fat  to  bone  is  moderately 
low.  Carcasses  with  the  minimum  fin¬ 
ish  required  for  Medium  grade  are  long 
and  rather  narrow  in  relation  to  weight. 
The  back  and  loins  are  rather  thin,  lack 
fullness,  and  slope  away  from  the  center. 
Hams  are  usually  slightly  thin,  lack 
plumpness,  and  taper  toward  the  hock. 
Bellies  are  long  and  moderately  thin  and 
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are  somewhat  uneven  in  thickness  with 
a  thin  belly  pocket.  Shoulders  are  mod¬ 
erately  thin  and  flat.  Carcasses  tend 
to  be  uneven  and  lack  uniformity  of 
fleshing  and  finish.  There  are  slightly 
small  quantities  of  interior  fat  in  the 
pelvic  area,  a  thin  and  incomplete  layer 
of  fat  lining  the  inside  surface  of  the 
ribs,  and  only  a  small  quantity  of  feath¬ 
ering.  The  lean  is  moderately  soft  writh 
little  evidence  of  marbling.  Both  ex¬ 
terior  and  interior,  fats  are  moderately 
soft,  white  to  creamy  white,  and  of 
moderately  low  quality.  Carcasses  with 
back  fat  thickness  qualifying  them  for 
the  fatter  one-half  of  the  Medium  grade 
that  are  firm  and  have  slightly  thick 
bellies  and  belly  pockets,  a  slightly  thin 
but  moderately  extensive  rib  lining,  and 
a  slightly  small  quantity  of  feathering 
shall  be  graded  U.  S.  No.  1.  Carcasses 
with  back  fat  thickness  qualifying  them 
for  the  thinner  one-half  of  the  Medium 
grade  but  with  little  or  no  rib  lining  and 
feathering,  thin  bellies  and  very  thin 
belly  pockets,  and  soft  lean  and  fat  shall 
be  graded  Cull. 

(e)  Cull  grade.  Cull  grade  sow  car¬ 
casses  have  a  decidedly  lower  degree  of 
finish  than  the  minimum  required  to 
produce  pork  cuts  of  acceptable  palata- 
bility.  Yield  of  lean  cuts  from  carcass 
weight  is  high.  Yield  of  fat  cuts  is  low. 
The  ratio  of  total  lean  and  fat  to  bone  is 
low.  Carcasses  with  the  degree  of  fin¬ 
ish  typical  of  the  Cull  grade  are  long 
and  narrow  in  relation  to  weight.  The 
back  and  loins  are  thin  and  decidedly 
lacking  in  fullness  with  a  definite  slope 
toward  the  sides.  Hams  are  usually 
thin  and  flat  and  taper  toward  the  hock. 
Bellies  are  very  long  and  thin  and  are 
uneven  in  thickness  with  a  very  thin 
belly  pocket.  Shoulders  are  thin  and 
flat.  Carcasses  tend  to  be  uneven  and 
lack  uniformity  of  fleshing  and  finish. 
There  are  only  small  quantities  of  in¬ 
terior  fat  in  the  pelvic  area,  little  or  no 
fat  lining  the  inside  surface  of  the  ribs, 
and  scant  feathering.  The  lean  is  soft 
and  watery  with  very  little  evidence  of 
marbling.  Both  exterior  and  interior 
fats  are  soft,  creamy  white  to  white,  and 
of  low  quality.  Carcasses  with  back  fat 
thickness  indicative  of  nearly  maximum 
finish  for  the  Cull  grade  that  are  only 
moderately  soft  and  have  moderately 
thin  bellies  and  belly  pockets,  a  thin  and 
incomplete  rib  lining,  and  a  small  quan¬ 
tity  of  feathering  shall  be  graded 
Medium. 

§  53.154  Application  of  standards  for 
grades  of  slaughter  sows,  (a)  The 
standards  for  grades  of  slaughter  sows 
are  based  on  (1)  differences  in  yields  of 
lean  cuts  and  of  fat  cuts  and  (2)  differ¬ 
ences  in  quality  of  cuts.  These  charac¬ 
teristics  vary  rather  consistently  from 
one  grade  to  another.  The  U.  S.  No.  1 
grade  has  about  the  minimum  degree  of 
finish  necessary  to  produce  pork  car¬ 
casses  with  quality  characteristics  indi¬ 
cative  of  acceptable  palatability  in  the 
cuts.  The  U.  S.  No.  2  grade  is  overfin¬ 
ished  and  the  U.  S.  No.  3  grade  is  decid¬ 
edly  overfinished  in  relation  to  the 
minimum  finish  associated  with  accept¬ 
able  palatability.  Yields  of  lean  cuts 
are  lower  and  yields  of  fat  cuts  are 
higher,  in  proportion  to  the  degree  of 


overfinish,  in  these  grades  than  in  the 
U.  S.  No.  1  grade.  Medium  grade  sows 
are  underfinished  and  produce  carcasses 
which  are  soft  and  have  indications  of 
insufficient  quality  for  acceptably  palat¬ 
able  cuts.  Cull  grade  sows  are  decidedly 
underfinished  and  the  pork  is  soft  and 
watery  with  little  or  no  marbling  and  low 
palatability. 

(b)  The  grades  for  slaughter  sows  are 
closely  related  to  the  grades  for  sow  car¬ 
casses,  and  the  desired  objective  in 
grading  sows  is  the  accurate  prediction 
of  the  carcass  grade  that  will  be  pro¬ 
duced.  Degree  of  finish  is  an  important 
factor  in  grading,  and  the  expected  aver¬ 
age  back  fat  thickness  of  carcasses  pro¬ 
duced  by  each  grade  of  slaughter  sows 
forms  a  part  of  the  standards.  The  re¬ 
sults  of  study  of  carcass  measurement 
and  cutting  data  show  that  carcasses 
equal  in  fat  thickness  are  approximately 
equal  in  yields  of  cuts  regardless  of  dif¬ 
ferences  in  weight.  Therefore,  the  ex¬ 
pected  back  fat  thickness  of  carcasses 
from  each  grade  of  slaughter  sows  is 
the  same  at  all  weights.  The  following 
table  outlines  the  carcass  fat  thickness 
guides  for  each  grade  of  slaughter  sows. 

Average  back  fat 

Grade:  thickness 

U.  S.  No.  1 _ 1.5  to  1.9  inches. 

U.  S.  No.  2 _ 1.9  to  2.3  inches. 

U.  S.  No.  3 _ 2.3  or  more  inches. 

Medium _ 1.1  to  1.5  inches. 

Cull _ Less  than  1.1  inches. 

(c)  The  standards  for  grades  also  in¬ 
clude  descriptive  specifications  of  the 
characteristics  of  slaughter  sows  with 
the  minimum  degree  of  finish  for  each 
grade.  Application  of  the  standards  re¬ 
quires  an  accurate  appraisal  of  these  live 
animal  characteristics  indicative  of  car¬ 
cass  finish  and  grade.  No  attempt  is 
made  to  describe  in  the  standards  the 
many  combinations  of  characteristics 
which  may  qualify  an  animal  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  grade,  and  sound  judgment  is  re¬ 
quired  to  appropriately  analyze  varying 
combinations. 

(d>  Slaughter  sows  that  have  pro¬ 
duced  several  litters  of  pigs  may  show 
considerable  roughness  along  the  under¬ 
line  due  to  extensive  development  of 
mammary  tissue.  In.  addition,  sows 
from  which  pigs  were  weaned  only  a 
short  time  prior  to  grading  may  show 
evidence  that  the  mammary  tissue  is 
still  active  in  milk  production  and  not 
completely  dry.  Since  smoothness  and 
dryness  of  the  underline  have  little  ef¬ 
fect  on  the  basic  grade  determining 
factors,  no  provision  is  made  in  the 
standards  for  altering  the  grade  of 
slaughter  sows  due  to  differences  in  these 
characteristics.  It  is  recognized  that 
the  value  determining  factors  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  marketing  sows  include  dry¬ 
ness  and  smoothness  as  well  as  such 
other  factors  as  weight,  degree  of  finish, 
quality,  and  fill.  However,  considera¬ 
tion  of  all  such  factors  in  determining 
grade  would  require  a  complicated  sys¬ 
tem  with  a  great  number  of  grades  in 
order  to  make  each  grade  sufficiently 
restrictive  to  be  practical  and  useful. 
Therefore,  the  grades  outlined  in  these 
standards  identify  differences  in 
slaughter  sows  with  respect  to  yields  of 
cuts  and  quality.  IThey  were  designed 


as  practical  aids  in  evaluating  slaughter 
sows  when  used  in  conjunction  with 
other  factors  such  as  weight,  fill,  smooth¬ 
ness,  and  dryness. 

§  53.155  Specifications  for  official 
United  States  standards  for  grades  of 
slaughter  sows — (a)  U.  S.  No.  1  grade. 
U.  S.  No.  1  grade  slaughter  sows  have  an 
intermediate  degree  of  finish  near  the 
minimum  required  to  produce  pork  cuts 
of  acceptable  palatability.  Sows  with 
the  minimum  finish  for  U.  S.  No.  1  grade 
are  moderately  long  and  slightly  wide  in 
relation  to  weight.  Width  of  body  is 
rather  uniform  from  top  to  bottom  and 
from  front  to  rear.  The  back,  from  side 
to  side,  is  moderately  full  and  thick  with 
a  well-rounded  appearance  and  blends 
smoothly  into  the  sides.  The  sides  are 
moderately  long  and  slightly  thick;  the 
flanks  are  slightly  thick  and  full.  Depth 
at  the  rear  flank  may  be  slightly  less 
than  depth  at  the  fore  flank.  Hams  are 
usually  moderately  thick  and  full  with 
a  slightly  thick  covering  of  fat.  Jowls 
are  usually  moderately  thick  and  full 
but  appear  trim.  Sows  in  this  grade 
produce  U.  S.  No.  1  grade  carcasses. 

(b)  U.  S.  No.  2  grade.  U.  S.  No.  2 
grade  slaughter  sows  have  a  moderately 
high  degree  of  finish  that  is  somewhat 
greater  than  the  minimum  required  to 
produce  pork  cuts  of  acceptable  palata¬ 
bility.  Sows  with  the  minimum  finish 
for  the  U.  S.  No.  2  grade  are  slightly 
short  and  moderately  wide  in  relation  to 
weight.  Width  of  body  is  often  greater 
over  the  top  than  at  the  underline  and 
tends  to  be  slightly  greater  through  the 
shoulders  than  through  the  hams.  The 
back,  from  side  to  side,  is  full  and  thick 
and  appears  slightly  flat  with  a  notice¬ 
able  break  into  the  sides.  The  sides  are 
slightly  short  and  moderately  thick;  the 
flanks  are  moderately  thick  and  full. 
Depth  at  the  rear  flank  is  nearly  equal 
to  depth  at  the  fore  flank.  Hams  are 
usually  thick  and  full  with  a  moderately 
thick  covering  of  fat,  especially  over  the 
lower  part.  Jowls  are  usually  full  and 
thick,  and  the  neck  appears  rather 
short.  Sows  in  this  grade  produce  U.  S. 
No.  2  grade  carcasses. 

(c)  U.  S.  No.  2  grade.  U.  S.  No.  3 
grade  slaughter  sows  have  a  high  degree 
of  finish  that  is  considerably  greater  than 
the  minimum  required  to  produce  pork 
cuts  of  acceptable  palatability^  Sows 
with  the  minimum  finish  for  U.  *.  No.  3 
grade  are  short  and  wide  in  relation  to 
weight.  Width  of  body  is  often  some¬ 
what  greater  over  the  top  than  at  the 
underline  and  tends  to  be  greater 
through  the  shoulders  than  through  the 
hams.  The  back,  from  side  to  side,  is 
very  full  and  thick  and  appears  nearly 
flat  with  a  pronounced  break  into  the 
sides.  The  sides  are  short  and  thick; 
the  flanks  are  thick  and  full.  Depth  at 
the  rear  flank  is  equal  to  depth  at  the 
fore  flank.  Hams  are  usually  very  thick 
and  full  with  a  thick  covering  of  fat 
especially  over  the  lower  part.  Jowls  are 
usually  very  full  and  thick,  and  the  neck 
appears  short.  Sows  of  this  grade  pro¬ 
duce  U.  S.  No.  3  grade  carcasses. 

(d)  Medium  grade.  Medium  grade 
slaughter  sows  have  a  low  degree  of  finish 
which  is  somewhat  less  than  the  mini¬ 
mum  required  to  produce  pork  cuts  of 
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acceptable  palatability.  Sows  with  the 
minimum  finish  for  Medium  grade  are 
long  and  moderately  narrow  in  relation 
to  weight.  Width  of  body  is  often  less 
over  the  top  than  at  the  underline  and 
tends  to  be  slightly  less  through  the 
shoulders  than  through  the  hams.  The 
back,  from  side  to  side,  is  moderately  thin 
and  appears  rather  peaked  at  the  center 
with  a  distinct  slope  toward  the  sides. 
The  hips  are  moderately  prominent.  The 
sides  are  long  and  moderately  thin;  the 
flanks  are  thin.  Depth  at  the  rear  flank 
is  less  than  depth  at  the  fore  flank. 
Hams  are  usually  moderately  thin  and 
flat  and  taper  toward  the  shank.  Jowls 
are  usually  slightly  thin  and  flat,  and  the 
neck  appears  rather  long.  Sows  in  this 
grade  produce  Medium  grade  carcasses. 


<e)  Cull  grade.  Cull  grade  slaughter 
sows  have  a  very  low  degree  of  finish 
which  is  considerably  lower  than  that 
required  to  produce  pork  cuts  of  accept¬ 
able  palatability.  Sows  with  the  finish 
typical  of  the  Cull  grade  are  long  and 
narrow  in  relation  to  weight.  Width  of 
body  is  often  somewhat  less  over  the  top 
than  at  the  underline  and  tends  to  be 
less  through  the  shoulders  than  through 
the  hams.  The  back,  from  side  to  side, 
is  thin  and  lacks  fullness  and  is  peaked 
at  the  center  with  a  decided  slope  toward 
the  sides.  The  hips  are  prominent.  The 
sides  are  very  long  and  thin;  the  flanks 
are  very  thin.  Depth  at  the  rear  flank 
is  considerably  less  than  depth  at  the 
fore  flank.  Hams  are  usually  thin  and 
flat  with  a  definite  taper  toward  the 


shank.  Jowls  are  usually  thin  and  flat, 
and  the  neck  appears  long.  Sows  in  this 
grade  produce  Cull  grade  carcasses. 

Any  interested  person  who  wishes  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
concerning  the  proposed  standards  may 
do  so  by  filing  them  with  the  Director  of 
the  Livestock  Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  within  60 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.-,  this  24th 
day  of  April  1956. 

I  seal  1  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  56-3262;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.J 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Nevada 

notice  of  filing  of  plat  of  survey 
April  17, 1956. 

Notice  is  given  that  the  plat  of  survey 
accepted  February  28,  1950  will  be  offi¬ 
cially  filed  in  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Land  Office,  Reno,  Nevada,  ef¬ 
fective  at  10:00  a.  m.,  oh  the  35th  day 
after  the  date  of  this  notice. 

The  lands  affected  by  this  notice  are 
described  as  follows: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  Nevada 
T.  33  N.,R.  25  E„ 

Sections  1,  2,  3,  4,  9,  10,  11,  12,  13,  14,  15,  16, 

21,  22,  23,  24,  25,  26,  27,  28,  33.  34,  35, 

and  36. 

The  areas  surveyed  aggregate  14,770.09 
acres. 

Available  data  indicates  the  above 
lands  lie  mostly  in  the  north  slope  of  an 
intermountain  valley.  The  soil  on  the 
slopes  is  a  sandy,  slightly  alkaline  clay 
loam,  2nd  rate,  with  widely  scattered 
rocks.  The  undergrowth  consists  of 
sagebrush,  with  the  salt  brush  near  the 
dry  lake  shore.  There  is  no  timber  in 
the  township. 

No  application  for  the  above-described 
lands  may  be  allowed  under  the  home¬ 
stead,  small  tract,  desert-land,  or  any 
other  non-mineral  public  land  laws,  un¬ 
less  the  land  has  already  been  classified 
as  valuable  or  suitable  for  such  type  of 
application  or  shall  be  classified  upon 
consideration  of  an  application. 

At  the  hour  and  date  specified  above 
the  said  lands  shall,  subject  to  valid  ex¬ 
isting  rights  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law, become  subject  to  applica¬ 
tion,  petition,  location,  or  selection  in 
accordance  with  the  following : 

fa)  Ninety -one  day  period  for  prefer¬ 
ence-right  filings.  For  a  period  of  91 
days,  commencing  at  the  hour  and  on  the 
day  specified  above,  the  public  lands  af¬ 
fected  by  this  notice  shall  be  subject 
only  to  ( 1 )  application  under  the  home¬ 
stead  or  the  desert-land  laws  or  the 


Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938,  52  Stat. 
609  <43  U.  S.  C.  682a),  as  amended,  by 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  II  and 
other  qualified  persons  entitled  to  pref¬ 
erence  under  the  act  of  September  27, 
1944,  58  Stat.  747  <43  U.  S.  C.  279-284), 
as  amended,  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  applicable  laws,  and  (2)  application 
under  any  applicable  public-land  laws, 
based  on  prior  existing  valid  settlement 
rights  and  preference  rights  conferred 
by  existing  laws  or  equitable  claims  sub¬ 
ject  to  allowance  and  confirmation.  Ap¬ 
plications  under  subdivision  <1)  of  this 
paragraph  shall  be  subject  to  applica¬ 
tions  and  claims  of  the  classes  described 
in  subdivision  (2)  of  this  paragraph. 
All  applications  filed  under  this  para¬ 
graph  either  at  or  before  10:00  a.  m.  on 
the  35th  day  after  the  date  of  this  no¬ 
tice  shall  be  treated  as  though  filed 
simultaneously  at  that  time.  All  appli¬ 
cations  filed  under  this  paragraph  after 
10:00  a.  m.  on  the  said  35th  day  shall  be 
considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

<b)  Date  for  non-preference-right 
filings.  Commencing  at  10:00  a.  m.  on 
the  126th  day  after  the  date  of  this  no¬ 
tice,  any  lands  remaining  unappropri¬ 
ated  shall  become  subject  to  such  appli¬ 
cation,  petition,  location,  selection,  or 
other  appropriation  by  the  public  gener¬ 
ally  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  public- 
land  laws.  All  such  applications  filed 
either  at  or  before  10:00  a.  m.  on  the 
126th  day  after  the  date  of  this  notice, 
shall  be  treated  as  though  filed  simul¬ 
taneously  at  the  hour  specified  on  such 
126th  day.  All  applications  filed  there¬ 
after  shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of 
filing 

A  veteran  shall  accompany  his  appli¬ 
cation  with  a  complete  photostatic,  or 
other  copy  (both  sides) ,  of  his  certificate 
of  honorable  discharge,  or  of  an  official 
document  of  his  branch  of  the  service 
which  shows  clearly  his  honorable  dis¬ 
charge  as  defined  in  §  181.36  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  or 
constitutes  evidence  of  other  facts  upon 
which  the  claim  for  preference  is  based 
and  which  shows  clearly  the  period  of 
service.  Other  persons  claiming  credit 
for  service  of  veterans  must  furnish  like 


proof  in  support  of  their  claims.  Per¬ 
sons  asserting  preference  rights,  through 
settlement  or  otherwise,  and  those  hav¬ 
ing  equitable  claims,  shall  accompany 
their  applications  by  duly  corroborated 
statements  in  support  thereof,  setting 
forth  in  detail  all  facts  relevant  to  their 
claims. 

Applications  for  these  lands,  which 
shall  be  filed  in  the  Land  Office, 
Reno,  Nevada,  shall  be  acted  upon  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  con¬ 
tained  in  §  295.8  of  Title  43  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  and  Part  296  of 
that  title,  to  the  extent  that  such  regu¬ 
lations  are  applicable.  Applications 
under  the  homestead  laws  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  regulations  contained  in 
Parts  166  to  170,  inclusive,  of  Title  43  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  and 
applications  under  the  desert-land  laws 
and  the  said  Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1, 
1938,  shall  be  governed  by  the  regula¬ 
tions  contained  in  Parts  232  and  257, 
respectively  of  that  title. 

Inquiries  concerning  these  lands  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Reno,  Nevada. 

James  E.  Keogh,  Jr., 
Manager,  Land  Office. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3267;  Filed,  Apr.  26.  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.| 


Florida 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  WITHDRAWAL  AND 
RESERVATION  OF  LAND 

APRffi  23, 1956. 

The  Office  of  Bureau  of  Yards  and 
Docks,  Department  of  the  Navy,  has 
filed  an  application,  BLM  042163,  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  land  described  below, 
from  all  form  of  appropriation,  including 
the  mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws, 
subject  to  valid  existing  rights. 

The  applicant  desires  the  land  to  pre¬ 
vent  a  potential  security  hazard  and  to 
protect  the  flight  approach  zone  of  the 
Naval  Air  Station,  Key  West,  Florida. 
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NOTICES 


For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  persons 
having  cause  may  present  their  objec¬ 
tions  in  writing  to  the  undersigned  offi¬ 
cial  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington 
25,  D.  C. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of 
record. 

The  land  involved  in  the  application 
is: 

Monroe  Cotjntt,  Florida 

T.  67  South,  Range  25  E.,  Tall.  Mer., 

Lot  2  or  Monday  Key,  Sec.  25 
containing  0.26  of  an  acre. 

Charles  P.  Mead, 
Acting  Manager. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3268;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Mlsc.  52367, 1511956] 

Wyoming 

KENDRICK  PROJECT;  AMENDMENT  OF 
CLASSIFICATION 

April  19, 1956. 

Amendment  of  classification  in  order 
providing  for  opening  of  public  lands 
restored  from  Kendrick  Project  (F.  R. 
Doc.  51-12187;  16  F.  R.  10388,  October  5, 
1951). 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  Redelegation  of  Authority  dated 
April  21,  1954,  Chapter  3.1,  Part  II,  Sec¬ 
tion  2.2  the  following  described  public 
lands  are  classified,  pursuant  to  Section 
7  of  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act  of  June  28, 
1934  as  amended,  as  suitable  for  disposal 
for  public  sale : 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T  M  p  Q1  W 

Sec.  18:  SE >/4  N W Vi .  S W  14  NE  % . 

The  above  land,  among  other  lands, 
was  classified  in  the  original  restoration 
order  as  “suitable  for  exchange  purposes 
only”.  All  of  the  lands  were  disposed  of 
on  exchange  with  the  exception  of  the 
above  80  acres,  which  now  constitutes  an 
isolated  tract  entirely  surrounded  by 
patented  land,  which  is  not  now  required 
for  retention  in  Federal  ownership  or 
other  disposal. 

The  revocation  of  the  withdrawal  by 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  is  therefore 
modified  to  the  extent  noted  above. 

Lowell  M.  Puckett, 
State  Supervisor. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3280;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:49  a.  m.j 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Central  Utah  Project,  Utah 
FIRST  FORM  RECLAMATION  WITHDRAWAL 
January  30, 1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  by 
Department  Order  No.  2765  of  July  30, 


1954,  I  hereby  withdraw  the  following- 
described  lands  from  public  entry,  un¬ 
der  the  first  form  of  withdrawal,  as 
provided  by  Section  3  of  tfce  Act  of  June 
17, 1902  (32  Stat.  388) : 

UINTAH  SPECIAL  MERIDIAN 


T.  2  N„  R.  7  W„ 

Secs.  8,  9, 16,  and  17; 

Sec.  18:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  E l/2  and  Ey2Wl/2; 
Sec.  19:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  El/2  and  E»/2W  y2; 
Secs.  20  and  21; 

Sec.  22:  Sy2; 

Sec.  27; 

Sec.  28:  N«/2; 

Sec.  30:  lots  1  to  4,  E'4  and  E^W*^. 

T.  1  N..R.8W., 

Sec.  4:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  S y2 N y2  and  S]4; 

Sec.  5:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  S y2 N  y2  and  sy2; 

Sec.  6:  lots  1  to  7.  incl..  S»/2NEy4,  SE]4 
NW»4,  Ei/2SWV4  and  SE>4; 

Sec.  7:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  El/2  and  Ey2Wy2. 

T.  2N..R.  8W„ 

Sec.  24  to  27,  incl.; 

Sec.  31 :  lots  3  and  4,  Ey2SWy4  and  SEy4; 
Secs.  32  to  35,  incl. 

T.  1  N„  R.  9  W„ 

Sec.  1:  lots  1,  2,  and  4,  Sy^Ny^  and  S(4; 

Sec.  2:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  SyfcNy^  and  S y2: 
Secs.  11,  12,  and  14  to  17,  incl.; 

Sec.  19:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  Ey2  and  Ey^wy^; 
Secs.  20  and  21. 

T.  1  N„  R.  10  W. 

Sec.  25:  Ni/2.  N^NE^SWVi.  SW y4 NE *4 
sw>/4,  nw  y4  s  w  14 ,  sy2swy4,  N»/2Ny2 
se>4.  n y2 se *4 ne  14 se % ,  s»/2NEy4sw»/4 
SE‘4,  NWy4SWi/4SEy4,  Sy2Sy2SEy4  and 
S  i/2  N  W  y4SE'/4SE>/4. 

Secs.  26,  27,  28,  34,  35,  and  36. 

T.  1  S..  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  3:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  SV£N>4  and  S(4; 

Sec.  4:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  Sy^Nyi  and  S‘/2; 
Secs.  8,  9,  10,  16,  and  17; 

Sec.  19:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  E y2  and  Ey2Wy2\ 
Secs.  20  and  21; 

Sec.  29:  N*/2  and  Ny2SEy4; 

Sec.  30:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  NEy4.  Ey2W]4, 
N  y2  SE  V4  and  SW  y4  SE  y4 ; 

Sec.  31 :  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  and  Ey2Wy2. 
T.2S..R.  10W., 

Sec.  5:  lots  1  to  4,  Incl.,  Sy^KP/i  and  Sy2‘ 

Sec.  6:  lots  3  to  7,  incl.,  SW>4NE»4,  SE’i 
Nwy4,  Ey2swy4  and  se  14 : 

Sec.  7:  lots  1  to  4,  incl.,  El/2  and  Ey^Wy^; 
Secs.  8  and  17. 

T.  1  S..  R.  11  W., 

Secs.  25  and  36. 

T.  2  S..  R.  11  W.. 

Sec.  1:  lots  1  and  2,  Sy£NE!,4  and  SEy4« 


The  above  areas  aggregate  38,851.76 
acres. 

E.  G.  Nielsen, 
Acting  Commissioner. 
[09471] 


April  23, 1956. 

I  concur.  The  records  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  be  noted 
accordingly. 

Edward  Woozley, 

Director, 

Bureau  0/  Land  Management. 

Notice  for  Filing  Objections  to  Order 
Withdrawing  Public  Lands  for  athe 
Central  Utah  Project,  Utah 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  30  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice,  persons  having 
cause  to  object  to  the  terms  of  the  above 
order  withdrawing  certain  public  lands 
in  the  State  of  Utah,  for  use  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Central  Utah  Project,  may 
present  their  objections  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior.  Such  objections  should 
be  in  writing,  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  sholild  be 


filed  in  duplicate  in  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

In  case  any  objection  is  filed  and  the 
nature  of  the  opposition  is  such  as  to 
warrant  it,  a  public  hearing  will  be  held 
at  a  convenient  time  and  place,  which 
will  be  announced,  where  opponents  to 
the  order  may  state  their  views  and 
where  the  proponents  of  the  order  can 
explain  its  purpose,  intent,  and  extent. 
Should  any  objection  be  filed,  notice  of 
the  determination  by  the  Secretary  as  to 
whether  the  order  should  be  rescinded, 
modified  or  let  stand  will  be  given  to  all 
interested  parties  of  record  and  the  gen¬ 
eral  public. 

E.  G.  Nielsen, 
Acting  Commissioner. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3269;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Order  2558,  Arndt.  5] 
Southeastern  Power  Administration 

ACTING  ADMINISTRATOR 

April  23,  1956. 

Section  3  of  Order  No.  2558,  as 
amended  (17  F.  R.  8461;  18  F.  R.  4688; 
19  F.  R.  6532),  is  superseded  and  revised 
to  read  as  follows; 

Sec.  3.  Acting  Administrator,  (a) 
The  Chief,  Division  of  Power  Operations, 
shall  perform  the  duties  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  in  the  event  of  the  absence,  sick¬ 
ness,  resignation,  or  death  of  the 
Administrator. 

(b)  The  Chief,  Division  of  Fiscal 
Operations,  shall  perform  the  duties  of 
the  Administrator  in  the  event  of  the 
absence,  sickness,  resignation,  or  death 
of  the  Administrator  and  the  Chief,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Power  Operations. 

(c)  The  Chief,  Division  of  Power 
Sales,  shall  perform  the  duties  of  the 
Administrator  in  the  event  of  the  ab¬ 
sence,  sickness,  resignation,  or  death  of 
the  Administrator,  the  Chief,  Division  of 
Power  Operations,  and  the  Chief,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Fiscal  Operations. 

(d)  The  officer  acting  under  author¬ 
ity  of  this  section  shall  sign  documents 
under  the  title  “Acting  Administrator.” 

(Sec.  2,  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1950; 
5  U.  S.  C.,  1952  ed„  sec.  133Z-15,  note) 

Clarence  A.  Davis, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3270;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Foreign  Assets  Control 

Importation  of  Semi-Precious  Stones 
and  Semi-Precious  Stones  Jewelry 
Directly  From  Hong  Kong 

AVAILABLE  CERTIFICATIONS  BY  THE 
GOVERNMENT  OF  HONG  KONG 

The  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  19,  1955,  20  F.  R. 
7881,  relating  to  available  certificates  of 
origin  issued  by  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  Industry  of  the  Government 


Friday,  April  27 ,  1956 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


2729 


of  Hong  Kong  under  procedures  agreed 
upon  between  that  government  and  the 
Foreign  Assets  Control  is  hereby  amend¬ 
ed  as  follows: 

The  fourth  item  in  the  October  19, 
1955  Notice  which  originally  read: 
“Semi-precious  stones  and  semi-precious 
stones  jewelry  (certain  stones  only)  ”  has 
had  the  three  words  in  parentheses  de¬ 
leted  and  now  reads  “Semi-precious 
stones  and  semi-precious  stones  jewelry.” 

[seal]  Elting  Arnold, 

Acting  Director, 
Foreign  Assets  Control. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3350;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

11:39  a.  m.] 


Importation  of  Rugs,  Woolen  (Knotted 
and  Hooked)  Directly  From  Hong 
Kong 

AVAILABLE  CERTIFICATIONS  BY  THE  GOVERN¬ 
MENT  OF  HONG  KONG 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  certificates 
of  origin  issued  by  the  Department  of 
Commerce  and  Industry  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Hong  Kong  under  procedures 
agreed  upon  between  that  government 
and  the  Foreign  Assets  Control  are  now 
available  with  respect  to  the  importation 
into  the  United  States  directly,  or  on  a 
through  bill  of  lading,  from  Hong  Kong 
of  the  following  additional  commodity: 
Rugs,  woolen  (Knotted  and  hooked). 

[seal]  Elting  Arnold, 

Acting  Director, 
Foreign  Assets  Control. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3351;  Filed.  Apr.  26,  1956; 

11:39  a.  m.J 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

Chief,  Inspection  and  Grading  Branch, 
Dairy  Division 

DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  the  Deputy  Administrator  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  on  April 
16,  1956  (21  F.  R.  2572) ,  the  Chief  of  the 
Inspection  and  Grading  Branch,  Dairy 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
under  my  supervision  and  direction,  is 
hereby  delegated  authority  to  exercise 
the  powers  and  functions  under  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  Governing  the  Grading,  Inspec¬ 
tion,  Sampling,  Grade  Labeling,  and 
Supervision  of  Packaging  of  Butter, 
Cheese,  and  other  manufactured  or 
processed  dairy  products,  as  amended, 
except  the  authority  set  forth  in  §  58.58, 
Debarment  of  Service  (7  CFR  Part  58) . 

The  Chief  of  the  Inspection  and  Grad¬ 
ing  Branch  is  further  authorized  to  re¬ 
delegate  any  or  all  of  the  aforesaid 
authority  to  any  officer  or  employee  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  un¬ 
der  his  supervision. 

Any  action  heretofore  taken  by  the 
Chief  of  the  Inspection  and  Grading 
Branch  or  his  delegatees  with  respect  to 
the  foregoing  matters  is  hereby  ratified 
and  confirmed  and  shall  remain  in  full 
force  and  effect  unless  and  until  ex¬ 


pressly  modified,  amended,  suspended, 
revoked  or  terminated. 

The  delegation  of  authority  set  forth 
herein  shall  not  preclude  the  Director, 
Dairy  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  from  exercising  any  of  the  pow¬ 
ers  and  functions  or  from  performing  any 
of  the  duties  conferred  hereby  and  the 
delegation  is  subject  at  all  times  to  with¬ 
drawal  or  amendment  by  the  Director  of 
the  Dairy  Division. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  23d 
day  of  April  1956. 

[seal]  H.  L.  Forest, 

Director, 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 

Dairy  Division. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3263:  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:45  a.  m.J 


[P.  &  S.  Docket  No.  1532] 

Market  Agencies  at  Mississippi  Valley 
Stock  Yards 

NOTICE  OF  PETITION  FOR  MODIFICATION  OF 
RATE  ORDER 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Pack¬ 
ers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as  amended 
(7  U.  S.  C.  181  et  seq.),  an  order  was  is¬ 
sued  on  May  5,  1954  (13  A.  D.  487),  con¬ 
tinuing  in  effect  to  and  including  June 
18,  1956,  the  order  of  June  12,  1953  (12 
A.  D.  764),  authorizing  the  respondents 
to  put  into  effect  and  assess  the  current 
schedule  of  rates  and  charges. 

On  April  16, 1956,  the  respondents  filed 
a  petition  requesting  authority  to  put 
into  effect  a  proposed  new  schedule  of 
rates  and  charges,  attached  to  the  peti¬ 
tion,  containing  certain  modifications 
of  the  current  schedule.  The  proposed 
new  schedule  of  rates  and  charges  reads 
as  follows: 

The  commission  charge  for  selling  or  pur¬ 
chasing  livestock  on  this  market  shall  be  as 
follows : 

Section  A 

DEFINITIONS 

(1)  A  Consignment,  for  the  purpose  of 
assessing  selling  charges,  is  all  the  livestock 
of  one  species,  cattle,  calves  (or  bulls  weigh¬ 
ing  800  pounds  or  more)  to  be  considered  as 
of  a  different  species,  delivered  in  the  name 
of  one  person  to  one  market  agency  to  be 
offered  for  sale  during  the  trading  hours  of 
one  day. 

(2)  A  Purchase  Order,  for  the  purpose  of 
assessing  buying  charges,  is  all  the  livestock 
of  one  species,  cattle  calves  (or  bulls  weigh¬ 
ing  800  pounds  or  more)  to  be  considered  as 
of  a  different  species,  bought  at  any  time  but 
shipped  or  delivered  to  one  person  in  one 
market  day. 

(3)  A  Weight  Draft,  for  the  purpose  of 
assessing  extra  service  charges,  is  all  the 
animals  of  one  species  in  one  consignment 
sold  in  one  lot  to  one  purchaser. 

(4)  A  Person,  is  an  individual,  a  partner¬ 
ship,  a  corporation,  and/or  association  of  any 
such  acting  as  a  unit. 

(5)  Cattle,  are  animals  of  the  bovine 
species,  weighed  in  drafts,  the  average  weight 
of  the  animals  being  400  pounds  or  over. 

(6)  Calves,  are  animals  of  the  bovine 
species,  weighed  in  drafts,  the  average  weight 
of  the  animals  being  under  400  pounds. 

(7)  Bulls,  are  uncastrated  male  animals 
of  the  bovine  species,  weighed  in  drafts, 
wherein  the  average  weight  of  the  animals 
is  800  pounds  or  more. 

(8)  Hogs,  are  all  swine,  irrespective  of 
weight. 


(9)  Sheep,  are  animals  of  the  bovine 
species. 

Section  B 


SELLING  COMMISSIONS 

Cattle:  Per  head 

Consignments  of  1  head  and  1  head 

only - $1.  45 

Consignments  of  more  than  1  head: 

First  5  head  in  each  consignment-  1.  20 
Next  10  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment _ - _  1. 15 

Each  head  over  15  in  each  con¬ 
signment _ _  l. io 

Maximum — Rail :  $35  per  car. 

Calves : 

Consignments  of  1  head  and  1  head 

only -  .85 

Consignments  of  more  than  1  head: 

.  First  5  head  in  each  consignment-  .  70 
Next  10  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment _  .  60 

Each  head  over  15  in  each  con¬ 
signment _  .  50 

Maximum — Rail : 

$35  single  deck. 

$50  double  deck.* 

Bulls,  800  pounds  and  over _  2.  00 

T.  B„  bangs,  reactors,  or  subject  cattle 

and  calves,  irrespective  of  weight—  2.  00 

Hogs: 

Consignments  of  1  head  and  1  head 

only -  .  55 

Consignments  of  more  than  1  head: 

First  10  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment _ j _  .  41 

Next  15  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment _  .  36 

Each  head  over  25  in  each  con¬ 
signment _  .31 


Maximum  1 — Rail : 

$25  single  deck. 

$35  double  deck. 

Sheep  and  goats : 

Consignments  of  1  head  and  1  head 


only _  .  60 

Consignments  of  more  than  1  head: 

First  10  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _  .  40 

Next  50  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _  .  30 

Next  60  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _  .  20 

Each  head  over  120  in  each  con¬ 
signment  _ -  .  12 

Maximum — Rail : 

$25  single  deck. 

$35  double  deck. 


1 17,000  pounds — plus  10  cents  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  excess. 

Section  C 
resales 


Cattle _  1.05 

Bulls _  l.  80 

Calves _ .  50 

Hogs - . -  .  32 

Sheep _  .  35 


Section  D 


BUYING  COMMISSIONS 

Cattle: 

Consignments  of  1  head  and  1  head 

only _  1.45 

Consignments  of  more  than  1  Hfead: 

First  5  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _  1. 20 

Next  10  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _  1.  15 

Each  head  over  15  in  each  con¬ 
signment _  1.10 

Maximum — Rail :  $35  per  car. 

Calves : 

Consignments  of  1  head  and  1  head 

only _  .  85 

Consignments  of  more  than  1  head: 

First  5  head  in  each  consignment-  .  70 
Next  10  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment _  .  60 

Each  head  over  15  in  each  con¬ 
signment  _ .  50 
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NOTICES 


Section  D — Continued 
buying  commissions — continued 


Cal  ves — Continued 
Maximum  1 — Rail : 

$35  single  deck. 

$50  double  deck. 

Bulls,  800  pounds  and  over _  2.  00 

Maximum  rates  do  not  apply  to  bulls. 

Hogs: 

Consignments  of  1  head  and  1  head 

only _  .  55 

Consignments  of  more  than  1  head : 

First  10  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _ - _ _  .  39 

Next  15  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _  .  34 

Each  head  over  25  in  each  con¬ 
signment _ .29 


Maximum  - — Rail : 

$25  single  deck. 

$35  double  deck. 

Sheep  and  goats : 

Consignments  of  1  head  and  1 


head  only _  .  60 

Consignments  of  more  than  1  head : 

First  10  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _ „ _  .  40 

Next  50  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _  .  25 

Next  60  head  in  each  consign¬ 
ment  _  .  15 

Each  head  over  120  in  each  con¬ 
signment  _  .12 

Maximum  1 — Rail: 

$25  single  deck. 

$35  double  deck. 


1  The  maximum  charge  shall  not  exceed  the 
per  head  rate. 

2  17,000  pounds — plus  10  cents  per  hun¬ 
dredweight  excess. 

All  purchases  paid  for  by  a  commission  mer¬ 
chant,  or  by  his  shipping  clearance,  whether 
made  by  or  for  a  speculator,  feeder-farmer 
or  other  person  than  a  resident  yard  trader, 
shall  be  deemed  a  purchase  and  charged  for 
at  above  rates.  Purchaser  to  pay  for  all  ex¬ 
change  rates  and  wires  incident  to  credit 
arrangement. 

Section  E 

EXTRA  SERVICE  CHARGES 

The  following  extra  service  charges  are 
applicable  to  each  consignment  (selling 
only). 

Cents 


Extra  weight  draft  over  one  per 

species _  10 

Each  additional  copy  of  sale,  check, 

or  bank  remittance _  10 


Section  F 

DEDUCTIONS  MADE  BY  REQUEST 

The  charges  set  forth  below  are  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  shippers  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Live  Stock  and  Meat  Board  and  are 
not  collected  at  the  behest  of  or  by  the 
Government. 

meat  board  schedule 

Car  Lots:  Live  stock,  all  species,  50  cents 
per  car,  single  or  double  deck. 

Driven  or*hauled  in: 

Cattle:  2  cents  per  head,  not  to  exceed  50 
cents  to  any  one  owner  for  a  maximum  of 
30  head. 

Calves  and  hogs:  2/3  cent  per  head,  not  to 
exceed  50  cents  to  any  one  owner  for  a 
maximum  of  75  head. 

Sheep:  %  cent  per  head,  not  to  exceed  50 
cents  to  any  one  owner  for  a  maximum  of  250 
head. 

Provided,  however,  That  upon  written  ob¬ 
jection  filed  with  the  Live  Stock  Commission 
Company  by  the  producer  or  shipper  within 
60  days  the  amount  collected  by  any  market 
agency  will  be  refunded  by  the  National 


Live  Stock  and  Meat  Board,  direct  to  the 
producer.  In  no  instance  shall  the  market 
agency  be  relieved  from  the  obligation  of 
making  the  deduction  except  where  market 
agency  has  on  file  written  objection  by  ship¬ 
per  or  producer. 

The  modifications,  if  authorized,  will 
produce  additional  revenue  for  the  re¬ 
spondent  market  agencies  and  increase 
the  cost  of  marketing  livestock.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  it  appears  that  this  public 
notice  of  the  filing  of  the  petition  and  its 
contents  should  be  given  in  order  that 
all  interested  persons  may  have  an 
opportunity  to  indicate  a  desire  to  be 
heard  in  the  matter. 

All  interested  persons  who  desire  to  be 
heard  in  the  matter  shall  notify  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  within  15  days  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  23d 
day  of  April  1956. 

I  seal!  H.  E.  Reed, 

Director,  Livestock  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

|  F.  R.  Doc.  56-3261;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:45  a.  m.J  . 


Area  Supervisors,  Inspection  and 
Grading  Branch,  Dairy  Division 

DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  tested  in  me 
by  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service,  on  April  16, 1956 
(21  F.  R.  2572),  the  Area  Supervisors, 
Inspection  and  Grading  Branch,  Dairy 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
under  my  supervision  and  direction,  are 
hereby  delegated  authority  to  exercise 
the  powers  and  functions  under  §§  58.12, 
58.14,  58.24  and  58.25  of  the  regulations 
Governing  the  Grading,'  Inspection, 
Sampling,  Grade  Labeling,  and  Super¬ 
vision  of  Packaging  of  Butter,  Cheese, 
and  Other  Manufactured  or  Processed 
Dairy  Products,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
58). 

Any  action  heretofore  taken  by  the  re¬ 
spective  Area  Supervisors  with  respect 
to  §8  58.12,  58.14,  58.24  and  58.25  of  the 
regulations  is  hereby  ratified  and  con¬ 
firmed  and  shall  remain  in  full  force  and 
effect  unless  and  until  expressly  modi¬ 
fied,  amended,  suspended,  revoked,  or 
terminated. 

The  delegation  of  authority  set  forth 
herein  shall  not  preclude  the  Director 
or  the  Chief,  Inspection  and  Grading 
Branch,  Dairy  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  from  exercising  any 
of  the  powers  and  functions  or  from  per¬ 
forming  any  of  the  duties  conferred 
hereby  and  the  delegation  is  subject  at 
all  times  to  withdrawal  or  amendment  by 
the  Director  of  the  Dairy  Division. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  23d 
day  of  April  1956. 

[sealI  H.  L.  Forest, 

Director,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service,  Dairy  Division. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  56-3264;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:45  a.  m.J 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Federal  Maritime  Board 

Board  of  Port  Commissioners,  City  of 
Oakland,  Calif.,  and  Howard  Terminal 

NOTICE  OF  AGREEMENT  FILED  WITH  THE 
BOARD  FOR  APPROVAL 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Board  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended;  39  Stat.  733,  46  U.  S.  C.  814. 

Agreement  No.  8085,  between  the 
Board  of  Port  Commissioners,  City  of 
Oakland,  California,  and  Howard  Termi¬ 
nal,  covering  the  lease  of  the  City  of 
Oakland’s  Grove  Street  Pier,  Market 
Street  Pier  and  Quay  Wall  Area  adjacent 
to  the  Market  Street  Pier  to  Howard 
Terminal,  subject  to  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  in  the  agreement  which 
expires  on  January  31, 1957.  This  agree¬ 
ment  supersedes  and  cancels  Agreement 
No.  7551-A. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Regulation  Office,  Federal  Maritime 
Board,  Washington,  D.  C„  and  may  sub¬ 
mit,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  writ¬ 
ten  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreement  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

Dated;  April  23, 1956. 

[seal]  A.  J.  Williams, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3277;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.J 


Federal  Maritime  Board  and  Maritime 
Administration 

United  States  Lines  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  TENTATIVE  FINDINGS  ON  APPLI¬ 
CATION  TO  INCREASE  SUBSIDIZED  SAILINGS 

Whereas  the  United  States  Lines  Com¬ 
pany  now  has  on  file  with  the  Federal 
Maritime  Board/Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion  an  application  for  increasing  its 
subsidized  sailings  from  a  minimum  of 
22  and  a  maximum  of  26  to  a  minimum  of 
30  and  a  maximum  of  37  sailings  with 
respect  to  its  subsidized  service  described 
in  its  current  Operating  Differential  Sub¬ 
sidy  Agreement,  Contract  No.  FMB-19, 
as  follows: 

Line  G — U.  S.  South  Atlantic/United  King¬ 
dom,  Europe  north  of  Portugal  (Trade  Route 
No.  11).  Between  U.  S.  Atlantic  ports 
(Hampton  Roads-Atlantic  Coast  Florida  ex¬ 
cluding  Key  West)  and  ports  in  United 
Kingdom,  Eire  and  Continental  Europe  north 
of  Portugal  (including  Scandinavian  and 
Baltic  ports,  except  as  to  cargo  to  and  from 
Hampton  Roads) . 

Whereas  the  Maritime  Administrator 
has  determined  that  the  U.  S.  flag  service 
requirements  on  Trade  Route  No.  11  as 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  6  and  March  11,  1955  should  be 


Friday,  April  27,  1956 

increased  to  approximately  2  to  3  per 
month  and  that  the  ships  that  are  suit¬ 
able  for  operation  in  this  service  should 
include  not  only  C-2  type  freighters  but 
also  not  to  exceed  two  modernized  Lib¬ 
erty  vessels,  such  as  the ^SS  Benjamin 
Chew”  and  “MS  Thomas  Nelson”,  as 
suitable  for  interim  operation  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  not  to  exceed  two  years. 

Now,  therefore,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Federal  Maritime  Board  on  April 
18,  1956,  tentatively  approved  said  in¬ 
creased  sailings. 

Parties  having  an  interest  in  such  ap¬ 
plication  and  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  may  file  with  the  Secretary,  Federal- 
Maritime  Board,  any  objections  thereto, 
on  or  before  May  2,  1956. 

Subsequent  to  the  above  date,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Board  will  take  such  action 
with  respect  to  the  application  and  any 
objections  thereto,  as  may  be  deemed 
appropriate. 

Dated:  April  23, 1956. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board/Maritime  Administration. 

[seal]  A.  J.  Williams, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-3278;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  M-65.  S-62] 

Pope  &  Talbot,  Inc.  and  Pacific  Argen¬ 
tine  Brazil  Line,  Inc. 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  APPLICATIONS 

Pope  &  Talbot,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  M-65; 
Pacific  Argentine  Brazil  Line,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  S-62. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  consoli¬ 
dated  public  hearing  will  be  held  on  May 
7, 1956,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  in  Room  4519,  New 
General  Accounting  Office  Building, 
Fifth  and  G  Streets  NW„  Washington, 
D.  C.,  upon  the  application  of  Pope  & 
Talbot,  Inc.,  to  bareboat  charter  three 
(3)  Victory  type  dry  cargo  vessels  for 
operation  in  the  domestic  trade  between 
ports  on  the  Pacific  Coast  and  Atlantic 
Coast  of  the  United  States  via  Panama 
Canal  for  a  period  of  one  year,  pursuant 
to  section  5  (e)  of  the  Merchant  Ship 
Sales  Act,  1946,  as  amended  (Public  Law 
591,  81st  Cong.)  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.  1738), 
and  upon  the  application  of  Pacific  Ar¬ 
gentine  Brazil  Line,  Inc.,  for  such  written 
permission  as  may  be  required  by  section 
805  (a)  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended  (46  U.  S.  C.  1223),  for 
the  aforementioned  operation  of  vessels 
by  Pope  &  Talbot,  Inc.,  its  parent 
corporation. 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  receive 
evidence  with  respect  to  whether  the 
service  for  which  such  vessels  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  chartered  is  required  in  the 
public  interest  and  is  not  adequately 
served,  and  with  respect  to  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  privately  owned  American-flag 
vessels  for  charter  on  reasonable  condi¬ 
tions  and  at  reasonable  rates  for  use  in 
such  service.  Evidence  will  be  received 
with  respect  to  any  restrictions  or  condi¬ 
tions  that  may  be  necessary  or  appropri¬ 
ate  to  protect  the  public  interest  in  re¬ 
spect  of  such  charter  as  may  be  granted 
and  to  protect  privately  owned  vessels 
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against  competition  from  vessels  char¬ 
tered  as  a  result  of  this  proceeding. 

Evidence  will  also  be  received  as  to 
whether  additional  written  permission  is 
required  by  said  section  805  (a)  and  if  so, 
whether  the  aforementioned  operation  of 
vessels  will  result  in  unfair  competition 
to  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation 
operating  exclusively  in  the  coastwise  or 
intercoastal  service  or  be  prejudicial  to 
the  objects  and  policy  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1936  (46  U.  S.  C.  1101  et  seq.) . 

All  persons  having  an  interest  in  the 
applications  will  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  be  heard  if  present. 

A  recommended  decision  will  be  issued 
and  the  time  for  filing  exceptions  thereto 
is  hereby  restricted  to  seven  (7)  days. 
No  replies  to  exceptions  will  be  received. 

Dated:  April  25, 1956. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board  and  the  Assistant  Deputy  Mari¬ 
time  Administrator. 

[seal]  A.  J.  Williams, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3336;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
10:00  a.  m.J 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Edwin  R.  Chappell 

INFORMATION  AS  TO  APPOINTMENT  AND 
FINANCIAL  INTEREST  OF  EMPLOYEE 

The  information  required  by  sections 
302  (a)  and  302  (b)  of  Executive  Order 
10647  is  attached  for  Edwin  R.  Chappell 
who  was  appointed  under  Executive  Or¬ 
der  10647,  section  101  (a) ; 

( 1 )  Ed  win  R .  Chappell. 

( 2 )  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

(3)  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

(4)  Esso  Standard  Oil  Company. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  16th 
day  of  April  1956. 

James  P.  Mitchell, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

STATEMENT  OF  FINANCIAL  INTEREST 

The  following  statement  of  financial 
interests  is  submitted  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  section  302  (b)  of 
Executive  Order  10647  dated  November 
28, 1955: 

1.  I  am  not  now  and  have  not  been, 
within  60  days  of  my  appointment,  an 
officer  or  director  of  any  corporation. 

2.  I -own  stock  in  the  Standard  Oil 
Company  (New  Jersey).  I  have  all  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  an  employee  of 
Esso  Standard  Oil  Company,  which  in¬ 
cludes  salary  and  participation  in  all  em¬ 
ployee  benefit  plans  and  policies. 

3.  I  am  not  and  have  not  been  within 
60  days  of  my  appointment  a  partner  in 
any  partnership. 

4.  I  do  not  own  and  have  hot  within 
60  days  of  my  appointment  owned  or  had 
similar  interest  in  any  business. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  23d 
day  of  April  1956. 

Edwin  R.  Chappell, 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3279;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.j 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  5031  et  al.[ 

Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.; 
Reopened-Transpacific  Certificate 
Renewal  Case 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING  IN  REGARD  TO  APPLICA¬ 
TION  FOR  AUTHORITY  TO  OPERATE  BE¬ 
TWEEN  CERTAIN  POINTS 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  Pan 
American  World  Airways,  Inc.,  for  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  between  Los  Angeles, 
San  Francisco,  Portland,  and  Seattle  and 
points  in  the  Far  East  via  the  Great 
Circle  Route. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  particularly  sections  205  (a) 
and  401  of  said  act,  and  the  applicable 
regulations  thereunder,  that  a  public 
hearing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
is  assigned  to  be  held  on  May  15,  1956,  at 
10:00  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  Room  E-242, 
Temporary  Building  No.  5,  16th  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW„  Washington, 
D.  C.,  before  Examiner  William  F. 
Cusick. 

Without  limiting  the  precise  scope  of 
the  issues,  particular  attention  will  be 
directed  to  the  following  matters  and 
questions : 

(1)  Whether  the  pufilic  convenience 
and  necessity  require  the  certification  of 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.,  to 
operate  over  the  so-called  Great  Circle 
Route  between  Los  Angeles,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  Portland,  and  Seattle  on  the  one 
hand  and  points  in  the  Orient  on  the 
other. 

(2)  Whether  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  the  amendment 
of  existing  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  or  the  issuance 
of  a  new  certificate  to  Pan  American 
World  Airways,  Inc. 

(3)  Whether  the  applicant  is  fit,  will¬ 
ing  and  able  to  conduct  the  proposed  air 
transportation  and  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  regulations 
of  the  Board  thereunder. 

For  further  details  regarding  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  interested  parties  are  referred 
to  the  Board’s  Orders  Nos.  E-9950,  E- 
10055,  and  E-10076,  the  report  of  the 
prehearing  conference  in  this  matter, 
served  February  13,  1956,  and  the  docket 
in  this  proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket 
Section  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  per¬ 
son  not  a  party  of  record  desiring  to  be 
heard  in  support  or  opposition  to  ques¬ 
tions  involved  in  this  proceeding  must 
file  with  the  Board  on  or  before  May  15, 
1956,  a  statement  setting  forth  the  mat¬ 
ters  of  law  or  fact  which  he  desires  to 
advance.  Any  person  filing  such  a  state¬ 
ment  may  appear  at  the  hearing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  302.14  of  the  rules  of 
practice  in  economic  proceedings. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  April  23, 
1956. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3292;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.] 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  6600 [ 

Helicopter  Air  Service,  Inc.,  and  Mid¬ 
way  Airlines,  Inc.;  Chicago  Area 

Service  Case 

NOTICE  OF  ORAL  ARGUMENT 

In  the  matter  of  thef  applications  of 
Helicopter  Air  Service,  Inc.,  and  Midway 
Airlines,  Inc.,  under  section  401  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  for  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  air 
transportation  of  persons,  property,  and 
mail  in  the  Chicago  metropolitan  area 
and  between  other  points. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  May  2,  1956,  at 
10:00  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  Room  5042, 
Commerce  Building,  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue,  between  14th  and  15th  Streets  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  April  24, 
1956. 

[seal!  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3291;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  11622, 11651] 

Southwestern  Bell  Telephone  Co. 

order  assigning  matters  for  public 
hearing 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Southwestern  Bell  Telephone  Company, 
Docket  No.  11622,  (File  No.  P-C-3715) ; 
for  a  certificate  under  section  221  (a) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  to  acquire  certain  telephone 
plant  and  properties  of  James  Monroe 
Campbell  and  Minnie  Elizabeth  Camp¬ 
bell,  his  wife,  d/b  as  Strafford  Telephone 
Company,  at  Strafford,  Missouri.  In  the 
matter  of  the  application  of  Southwest¬ 
ern  Bell  Telephone  Company,  Docket  No. 
11651  (File  No.  P-C-3741) ;  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  under  section  221  (a)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  to 
acquire  certain  telephone  plant  and 
properties  of  Mrs.  Vera  Mitchael,  d/b  as 
Buna  Telephone  Exchange,  at  Buna, 
Texas. 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  applications  filed  by  South¬ 
western  Bell  Telephone  Company  for 
certificates  under  section  221(a)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  that  the  proposed  acquisition 
by  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  of  certain  telephone  plant  and 
properties  of  James  Monroe  Campbell 
and  Minnie  Elizabeth  Campbell,  his  wife, 
d/b  as  Strafford  Telephone  Company, 
and  Mrs.  Vera  Mitchael,  d/b  as  Buna 
Telephone  Exchange,  respectively,  fur¬ 
nishing  telephone  service  in  and  around 
Strafford,  Missouri  and  Buna,  Texas,  re¬ 
spectively,  will  be  of  advantage  to  the 
persons  to  whom  service  is  to  be  rendered 
and  in  the  public  interest; 

It  is  ordered.  This  23d  day  of  April 
1956,  that  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 


section  221  (a)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  above  appli¬ 
cations  are  assigned  for  public  hearing  in 
a  consolidated  proceeding  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  whether  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisitions  will  be  of  advantage 
to  the  persons  to  whom  service  is  to  be 
rendered  and  in  the  public  interest; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  hearing 
upon  said  applications  be  held  at  the 
offices  of  the  Commission  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  beginning  at  2:00  p.  m.  on  the 
15th  day  of  May  1956,  and  that  a  copy 
of  this  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Governor  of  Missouri;  the  Governor  of 
Texas;  Public  Service  Commission  of  the 
State  of  Missouri;  Southwestern  Bell 
Telephone  Company;  James  Monroe 
Campbell  and  Minnie  Elizabeth  Camp¬ 
bell,  d/b  as  Strafford  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany;  Mrs.  Vera  Mitchael,  d/b  as  Buna 
Telephone  Exchange  and  the  Postmast¬ 
ers  of  Strafford,  Missouri  and  Buna, 
Texas; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  within  ten 
days  after  the  receipt  from  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  a  copy  of  this  order,  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall  cause  a  copy  hereof  to 
he  published  in  a  newspaper  or  news¬ 
papers  having  general  circulation  in  and 
around  Strafford,  Missouri  and  Buna, 
Texas,  and  shall  furnish  proof  of  such 
publication  at  the  hearing  herein. 

Released:  April  23,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3283;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  11682;  FCC  56-337] 

General-Times  Television  Corp.  and 
Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  Inc. 

memorandum  opinion  and  order  desig¬ 
nating  APPLICATION  FOR  HEARING  ON 
STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  General-Times 
Television  Corporation  (Assignor)  and 
Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  Inc. 
(Assignee),  Docket  No.  11682,  File  No. 
BAPCT-159;  for  consent  to  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  the  construction  permit  for 
WGTH-TV,  Hartford,  Connecticut. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  (a)  a  “Protest  and  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration”  filed  on  March 
23, 1956,  pursuant  to  sections  309  (c)  and 
405  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  by  Elm  City  Broadcasting 
Corporation  (Elm  City),  permittee  of 
Station  WNHC-TV,  Channel  8,  New 
Haven,  Connecticut,  and  directed  against 
the  Commission’s  action  of  February  23, 
1956,  granting  without  hearing  the 
above-entitled  application  for  consent 
to  the  assignment  of  the  construction 
permit  for  Station  WGTH-TV,1  Chan¬ 
nel  18,  Hartford,  Connecticut,  from 


1  The  construction  permit  was  granted  Oc¬ 
tober  21,  1953,  and  the  station  began  opera¬ 
tion  on  September  14,  1954.  The  application 
to  assign  the  construction  permit  to  CBS 
was  filed  on  July  15,  1955,  and  amended  on 
October  18,  1955. 


General-Times  Television  Corporation 
(General-Times)  to  Columbia  Broad¬ 
casting  System,  Inc.  (CBS) ; 2  (b)  an 
“Opposition  of  Columbia  Broadcasting 
System,  Inc.,  to  ‘Protest  and  Petition  for 
Reconsideration’  and  Request  for  Oral 
Argument”  filed  April  5,  1956; 1  and  (c) 
“Reply  of  Elm  City  to  Opposition  and 
Request  for  Oral  Argument  of  CBS”  filed 
on  April  10,  1956. 

2.  Hartford,  Connecticut  has  allocated 
to  it  Channels  3  (requested  by  two  com¬ 
peting  applicants  now  in  hearing 
status) ;  18  (WGTH-TV) ;  and  4  (an 
educational  channel).  Hartford  also  re¬ 
ceives  Grade  A  television  service  from 
WNHC-TV,  New  Haven,  WKNB-TV,  New 
Britain,  and  WATR-TV,  Waterbury;  and 
parts  of  the  Grade  B  contour  area  of 
WGTH-TV  receive  Grade  B  service  from 
WWLP  (TV) ,  Springfield,  Massachusetts, 
WHYN-TV,  Springfield-Holyoke,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  WICC-TV,  Bridgeport,  Con¬ 
necticut,  and  WMGT  (TV),  Adams, 
Massachusetts.4  WGTH-TV  has  had  an 
affiliation  agreement  with  CBS  since 
October  1,  1955,  on  which  date  its  affilia¬ 
tion  agreement  with  American  Broad¬ 
casting  Company  (ABC)  was  cancelled. 
There  are  four  AM  and  two  FM  stations 
licensed  in  Hartford.  New  Haven,  Con¬ 
necticut,  approximately  35  miles  from 
Hartford,  has  allocated  to  it  Channel  8 
(WNHC-TV,  the  protestant  herein)  and 
Channel  59  (WELI-TV).  WNHC-TV 
has  had  an  affiliation  agreement  with 
ABC  since  October  1,  1955,  and,  in  the 
past  and  currently,  since  November  23, 
1955,  a  contract  (not  considered  an 
“affiliation  agreement”)  with  CBS  for 
certain  CBS  programs.  There  are  three 
AM  and  one  FM  stations  (including 
WNHC  and  WNHC-FM)  licensed  in  New 
Haven.  In  addition  to  WGTH-TV  and 
WNHC-TV,  the  following  other  television 
stations  in  the  state  of  Connecticut  have 
construction  permits: 

Bridgeport — WCTB-TV,  Ch.  71  (noncom¬ 
mercial  educational) . 

Bridgeport — WICC-TV,  Ch.  43  (ABC  affili¬ 
ate)  . 

New  Britain— WKNB-TV,  Ch.  30  (NBC 
affiliate). 

New  London — WNLC-TV,  Ch.  26. 

Norwich — WCTN-TV,  Ch.  63  (noncommer¬ 
cial  educational) . 

Stamford— WSTF-TV,  Ch.  27. 

Waterbury— WATR-TV,  Ch.  53  (ABC  affil¬ 
iate). 

CBS  is  presently  the  licensee  and/or 
permittee  of  three  VHF  and  one  UHF 
television  stations  and  has  an  application 
pending  for  a  new  television  station  on 
Channel  11  in  St.  Louis,  Missouri.  It  is 


8  The  Commision’s  grant  of  February  23, 
1956,  also  included  consent  to  the  assign¬ 
ment  to  CBS  of  the  permit  for  a  studio  trans¬ 
mitter  link  (BAPTS-30,  KCE-21) .  The  status 
of  that  permit  is  dependent  upon  the  final 
disposition  of  the  main  construction  permit 
for  WGTH-TV  to  which  the  Protest  and 
this  document  have  been  directed. 

8  In  response  to  a  request  of  counsel  for 
CBS  for  an  extension  of  time  within  which 
to  file  the  Opposition,  the  time  was  extended 
from  April  2  to  April  5,  1956. 

*  The  two  major  Hartford  newspapers  reg¬ 
ularly  publish  the  program  logs  of  WNHC- 
TV.,  WWLP  (TV),  WKNB-TV,  WATR-TV, 
and  WHYN-TV  in  addition  to  WGTH-TV. 
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also  the  licensee  of  six  AM  and  three  FM 
stations. 

3.  Protestant  claims  standing  as  a 
“party  in  interest”  under  section  309  (c) 
and  as  a  “person  aggrieved”  by  the  grant 
within  the  meaning  of  section  405  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  by  virtue  of  its  status  as  the 
permittee  of  Station  WNHC-TV r'  in  New 
Haven.  In  support  of  its  claim  to  such 
standing,  protestant  alleges  in  sub¬ 
stance,  that  beginning  with  the  date  of 
the  filing  of  the  assignment  application 
(July  15,  1955),  it  has  lost  CBS  pro¬ 
grams  to  WGTH-TV,  will  continue  to 
lose  more  and  finally,  practically  all,  if 
not  all,  of  such  programs,  which  will 
amount  to  a  revenue  loss  to  protestant 
of  approximately  $185,600.00  per  year; 
that  even  if  it  would  secure  all  of  ABC 
programs  available  during  the  corre¬ 
sponding  time  periods  to  replace  those 
of  CBS,  which  it  is  claimed  is  highly 
improbable,  the  revenue  from  ABC 
would  be  “at  the  rate  of  roughly  $34,000 
per  year”  and  only  four  hours  of  ABC 
programming  are  available  during  the 
(15%)  hours  of  CBS  programs  “which 
will  be  lost,”  which  fact  will  necessitate 
the  production  of  11  additional  hours  of 
local  programs  at  an  additional  cost  of 
approximately  $127,000  annually,  only 
a  quarter  of  which  could  be  recouped  by 
sale  to  non-network  sponsors;  that  can¬ 
cellation  of  commercial  spot  announce¬ 
ments  by  advertisers  who  desire  place¬ 
ment  before  or  after  nationally  popular 
CBS  programs  has  taken  place  and  will 
so  continue  to  the  extent  of  a  revenue 
loss  therefrom  of  approximately  $180,- 
000  per  year;  that  since  many  of  the 
Protestant’s  non-network  program  time 
periods  are  sold  to  national,  regional  and 
local  advertisers  “because  WNHC  car¬ 
ries  popular  CBS  programs,”  some  of 
these  sponsors  will  cancel,  as  one  has  al¬ 
ready  done,  which  will  cause  further 
economic  injury  to  protestant;  that  loss 
of  CBS  programs  will  result  in  the  loss 
to  protestant  of  a  large  share  of  its  audi¬ 
ence  both  during  the  time  periods  when 
these  programs  were  broadcast  and  at 
other  periods  during  the  broadcast  day — 
the  CBS  programs  that  have  been  re¬ 
moved  having  already  caused  such  losses 
particularly  as  reflected  by  the  great  in¬ 
crease  in  the  audience  rating  in  New 
Haven  of  CBS’  New  York  station,  WCBS- 
TV;  that  CBS  ownership  of  WGTH-TV 
will  further  cause  protestant  injury  in 
that  WNHC-TV  competes  with  WGTH- 
TV  for  the  revenues  from  “spot”  adver¬ 
tisers  and  local  sponsors  desiring  to 
reach  the  Hartford  market  lefcs  than  35 
miles  away,  and  that  WGTH-TV  will 
not  only  become  the  only  CBS  outlet  for 
•  Connecticut,  but  as  seller  of  time  to  na¬ 
tional  advertisers  “will  also  be  in  a  better 
position  to  secure  more  of  the  national 
spot  business  designed  to  cover  the  Hart¬ 
ford  market”;  that  WCBS-TV  is  now  and 
WGTH-TV  will  be  represented  by  “CBS 


6  The  station  commenced  operation  on 
Channel  6  in  June  of  1948;  was  granted  its 
license  on  November  18,  1949;  changed  its 
channel,  pursuant  to  the  Sixth  Report  and 
Order,  to  Channel  8  on  December  21,  1952 
(BPCT-1468);  and  applied  for  a  license  to 
cover  its  construction  permit  on  August  8, 
1955  (BLCT-355). 
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Spot  Sales”  giving  CBS  “the  power  to 
attempt  a  ‘squeeze  play’  to  exclude 
WNHC-TV  from  the  spot  business  de¬ 
signed  to  cover  the  New  Haven  market” 
and  “would  empower  CBS  to  offer  the 
two  stations  at  a  joint  rate  lower  than 
the  sum  of  their  individual  card  rates,” 
thus  causing  further  spot  business  and 
revenue  loss  to  WNHC-TV;  that  WGTH- 
TV  presently  provides  a  Grade  B  signal 
to  New  Haven,  and  if  “the  instant  appli¬ 
cation  is  granted,  the  power  of  WGTH- 
TV  will  be  increased  to  a  million  watts” 
from  187,000  watts  (according  to  a  story 
appearing  in  Variety  on  July  13,  1955, 
Vol.  199,  No.  6,  p.  27)  which  would  allow 
WGTH-TV  “to  provide  a  Grade  A  sig¬ 
nal  (predicted)  to  94  percent  of  the  area 
of  the  City  of  New  Haven”  (an  engi¬ 
neering  statement  attached  to  the  pro¬ 
test  purportedly  showing  these  figures), 
which  fact  will  cause  protestant  to  lose 
further  advertising  revenues;  that  “CBS 
acquisition  can  also  result  in  the  exclu¬ 
sion  of  protestant  from  competition  for 
the  first-run  showing  in  Connecticut  of 
many  independently  produced  television 
films,”  for  WCBS-TV  has  attempted 
(and  succeeded  “in  two  cases”)  with  re¬ 
spect  to  film  purchases  from  “at  least 
two  television  film  distributors,”  to  se¬ 
cure  terms  which  would  prevent  WNHC- 
TV  from  showing  the  same  films  in  New 
Haven  during  the  period  of  WCBS-TV’s 
contracts  with  the  distributors;  that  the 
ownership,  of  WGTH-TV  “would  em¬ 
power  CBS  to  purchase  films  for  WCBS- 
TV  and  WGTH  jointly  and  to  demand 
terms  which  would  exclude  WNHC-TV 
from  competition  for  the  films  until 
after  they  were  shown  both  by  WCBS- 
TV  and  WGTH-TV,”  thus  causing  fur¬ 
ther  financial  injury  to  WNHC-TV  in 
that  “second-run  films  are  difficult  to 
sell  to  either  spot  or  local  advertisers”; 
that  ABC  and  local  New  Haven  markets 
presently  provide  not  more  than  13  per¬ 
cent  of  WNHC-TV’s  gross  revenues  and 
if  CBS  acquires  WGTH-TV  and  NBC  ac¬ 
quires  WKNB-TV,6  protestant  may  even 
lose  the  ABC  affiliation  to  the  new  Chan¬ 
nel  3  station  when  it  becomes  operative, 
because  of  the  fact  that  networks  gen¬ 
erally  favor  VHF  to  UHF  stations  “ex¬ 
cept  where  they  owned  UHF  stations”; 
and  finally,  that  the  CBS  acquisition  of 
WGTH-TV  will  necessarily  cause  a  de¬ 
terioration  of  WNHC-TV’s  high  program 
quality  and  a  consequent  loss  in  services 
to  the  public  because  of  its  financial  in¬ 
ability  to  continue  the  several  and  costly 
local  sustaining  and  other  public  service 
programs  (named  in  the  protest  peti¬ 
tion)  without  off -setting  revenues  which 
have  been  and  will  be  lost. 

4.  In  support  of  its  protest  and  request 
for  a  stay,  protestant  alleges,  in  sub¬ 
stance,  that  “the  acquisition  of  WGTH- 
TV  by  CBS  would  fail  to  serve  any  of 
the  purposes  for  permitting  network 
ownership  of  broadcast  stations  as  those 
purposes  have  been  stated  in  the  Com- 


•  NBC’s  application  for  transfer  of  control 
to  it  of  the  New  Britain  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  licensee  of  WKNB  and  permittee  of 
WKNB-TV,  Channel  30,  is  presently  pending 
before  the  Commission,  having  been  set 
down  for  an  evidentiary  hearing  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
(FCC  58-305;  30296)  released  April  13,  1956. 


mission’s  1941  Chain  Broadcasting  Re¬ 
port  arguing,  from  the  passages  quoted 
from  the  Chain  Broadcasting  Report, 
that  it  prohibited  CBS  from  acquiring 
additional  radio  stations  but  permitted 
continued  ownership  of  those  held  in  the 
largest  metropolitan  areas  or  ‘key’  cities 
in  order  to  satisfy  the  network’s  need  for 

(a)  studios  in  the  major  talent  centers 
where  network  programs  are  originated, 

(b)  a  minimum  audience  for  sustaining 
programs,  and  (c)  station  facilities  in 
order  to  experiment  with  new  types  of 
programming — alleging  with  example 
and  discussion  that  none  of  such  needs 
‘would  be  served  by  CBS’  acquisition  of 
WGTH-TV’;  that  the  acquisition  fails 
to  serve  the  reasons  or  purposes  stated  in 
the  Commission’s  Report  and  Order  of 
September  17, 1954, 7  for  amending  §  3.636 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  (by  increas¬ 
ing  from  five  to  seven  the  total  number 
of  television  stations  which  a  single  en¬ 
tity,  including  networks,  could  hold, 
provided  no  more  than  five  were  in  the 
VHF  band  and  provided  an  undue  con¬ 
centration  of  control  did  not  result) 
since  the  ‘reason  behind  the  amendment 
was  the  serious  plight  of  UHF  broadcast¬ 
ing’;  that  the  Commission  contemplated 
that  the  experience  and  financial  re¬ 
sources  of  multiple  owners  would, 
through  purchases  of  UHF  stations  in 
‘large  pre-freeze  markets  where  high 
VHF-only  set  saturation  obtains,’  pave 
the  way  for  other  UHF  stations  by  pro¬ 
moting  UHF  conversions,”  whereas  the 
Hartford  area  “has  already  been  largely 
converted  to  UHF  without  the  assistance 
of  CBS  ownership” — the  present  UHF 
conversion  ratio  having  been  “estimated 
to  be  about  93  percent  of  the  total  sets”; 
that  there  are  indications  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  owners  of  WGTH-TV,  with  their 
other  stations,  and  large  resources,  may 
not  have  sold  to  CBS  voluntarily  because 
of  an  article  in  Variety  which  stated  the 
agreement  to  sell  was  made  only  because 
the  station  had  “no  assurance  of  secur¬ 
ing  a  continued  supply  of  network  pro¬ 
grams”  and  that  “a  strong  factor  was 
the  threat  of  Channel  18  L WGTH-TV] 
facing  a  major  network  lockout,  for  CBS, 
in  lieu  of  a  U  purchase  would  have  made 
an  affiliation  with  tthe  successful  appli¬ 
cant  for  Channel  3,  Hartford].”  It 
was  then  pointed  out  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  itself  stated  that  the  CBS  offer  was 
accepted  “because  of  the  existing  un¬ 
certainty  of  UHF  television  in  Hartford 
(by  an  operator  other  than  a  network)  ”; 
that  the  application  itself  show  that  a 
network  affiliation  is  the  sine  qua  non 
of  successful  television  station  operation 
and  CBS’  acquisition  of  WGTH-TV  re¬ 
moves  the  CBS  affiliation  permanently 
from  the  competition  of  other  stations  in 
the  area. 

5.  Protestant  further  contends  that 
the  CBS  acquisition  is  violative  of  the 
television  station  multiple  ownership 
rule  (§  3.636  (a)  (2) )  in  that  such  own¬ 
ership  “would  result  in  a  concentration 
of  control  of  television  broadcasting  in  a 
manner  inconsistent  with  public  inter¬ 
est  *  *  *”  As  support  for  this  conten¬ 
tion,  protestant  alleges  that  CBS’  pres¬ 
ently  owned  stations  afford  at  least 


*  11  Pike  &  Fischer  RR  1519. 
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Grade  B  service  to  27  million  people; 
that  a  grant  of  the  St.  Louis  application 
of  CBS  would  increase  that  figure  by 
more  than  a  million;  that  the  CBS  tele¬ 
vision  network  serves  areas  which  ac¬ 
count  for  at  least  93  percent  of  the 
nation’s  population;  that  in  1954  the 
gross  billings  of  CBS  from  television  net¬ 
work  sponsors  was  45  percent  of  the 
total  (with  NBC  billings  being  40  percent 
of  the  total)  and  CBS  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  controlled  33  percent  of  the  rev¬ 
enues  earned  by  the  entire  television 
broadcast  industry  including  not  only 
the  network  but  all  stations  (with  NBC 
controlling  29  percent) ;  that  the 
“sources  of  network  power”  are  found 
in  the  program  dominance  derived  from 
(a)  their  nine  hour  per  day  “option 
time”  provisions  in  affiliation  agree¬ 
ments  which  operate  in  favor  of  the 
networks  only  and  against  the  interest 
of  non-network  competitors  who  are 
denied  the  opportunity  for  securing  out¬ 
lets  for  their  programs — the  sponsors 
being  interested  in  reaching  the  largest 
possible  audience  on  a  continual  basis 
and  in  most  markets  the  absence  of  VHF 
non -network  stations  makes  cho^e  time 
unavailable,  (b)  the  “importance  of  net¬ 
work  affiliations”  to  station  success  or 
even  survival,  (c)  the  ownership  of  sta¬ 
tions  which  gives  the  networks  an  unfair 
leverage  in  dealing  with  their  independ¬ 
ently  owned  affiliates  even  to  the  point 
of  forcing  station  sales  to  the  network 
by  owners  who  want  to  retain  the  net¬ 
work  affiliations  of  their  other  stations. 
Protestant  cites  alleged  examples  of  the 
actual  exertion  of  this  power  by  both 
NBC  and  CBS,  and  contends  that  the 
power  derived  by  the  network  dominance 
results  in  serious  restraints  of  trade  and 
“gives  the  network  an  unfair  competi¬ 
tive  advantage  against  all  other  ele¬ 
ments  of  the  broadcast  industry,”  ena¬ 
bling  CBS  and  NBC  to  thwart  the  efforts 
of  independent  producers  of  programs 
to  develop  alternative  sources  of  pop¬ 
ular  programs,  to  “discriminate  in  favor 
of  larger  advertisers  by  severely  limit¬ 
ing  the  opportunity  of  local  and  small 
national  advertisers  to  use  television  for 
their  business  purposes”  and  to  curtail 
the  role  which  national  spot  represent¬ 
atives  can  play  in  providing  income  to 
independent  stations  to  help  finance 
their  broadcast  operations.  By  way  of  a 
showing  as  to  the  existence  and  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  “pressure  which  networks 
utilize  to  get  affiliates  to  carry  their  pro¬ 
grams,”  protestant  proffers  a  “study  of 
12  typical  affiliated  stations”  (each  as¬ 
sumed  to  have  63  hours  per  week  under 
network  option)  which  purports  to  show 
that,  in  a  particular  week,  each  carried 
an  excessive  amount  of  network  pro¬ 
grams  totaling  from  64%  to  86%  hours 
per  week  or  from  2.4  to  37.7  percent  in¬ 
crease  of  the  63  hours  under  option,  thus 
each  station  doing  much  less  than  50 
percent  of  its  own  programing.  From 
this,  protestant  concludes,  that  CBS  and 
NBC  “control  the  programs  broadcast 
by  their  affiliates”  and  that  the  local  or 
medium-sized  regional  or  national  ad¬ 
vertiser  is  barred  from  all  network  hours 
which  he  does  not  need  or  cannot  afford. 
Protestant  argues  that  CBS  and  NBC 
seek  to  restrict  competition  further  by 


being  the  “exclusive  national  sales  rep¬ 
resentative  for  non-network  business  for 
many  of  the  country’s  most  important 
stations”  whereby  they  are  in  a  position 
of  having  an  inordinate  competitive  ad¬ 
vantage  over  the  independent  national 
spot  representatives  who  cannot  get  the 
business  of  network  affiliated  stations 
which  dare  not  give  such  spot  represen¬ 
tation  to  other  than  the  CBS  or  NBC 
spot  sales  departments  for  fear  of  losing 
their  network  affiliations.  Protestant 
urges  that  for  all  of  the  above  asserted 
reasons,  the  case  of  Clarksburg  Publish¬ 
ing  Co.  v.  FCC,  225  F.  2d  511,  12  Pike  & 
Fischer  RR  2024  (D.  C.  Cir.  1955)  re¬ 
quires  that  an  evidentiary  hearing  be 
held  on  the  issue  involving  §  3.636  (a) 

(2  >  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

6.  Protestant  further  contends  that 
because  of  the  Grade  B  overlap  between 
CBS’  Station  WCBS-TV  in  New  York 
City  and  WGTH-TV  in  Hartford,  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  “duopoly  rule”  (§  3.636  (a) 
(1) )  will  result.  In  support  of  this  con¬ 
tention,  protestant  submitted  an  engi¬ 
neering  affidavit  purporting  to  show  that 
the  Grade  B  contours  of  said  stations 
“overlap  in  an  area  including  within  its 
bounds  306,100  people,  constituting  17 
percent  of  WGTH-TV’s  present  Grade  B 
population  and  2  percent  of  WCBS-TV ’s 
present  Grade  B  population,”  which  fig¬ 
ures,  it  asserts,  will  be  increased  when 
CBS  increases  the  wattage  of  WGTH-TV 
to  1,000,000.  Protestant  further  asserts 
that  CBS  credits  stations  on  Channels 
2  to  6  with  substantial  public  acceptance 
of  signals  of  less  than  Grade  B  inten¬ 
sity — or  within  their  100  mv/m  contours, 
and  that  if  the  instant  application  is 
granted  “CBS  would  own  two  stations 
serving  a  continuous  area  along  the  east¬ 
ern  sea  coast  in  which  over  11  percent 
of  the  population  of  this  country  is  con¬ 
centrated.”  Protestant  concludes  that 
since  the  Court  in  the  Clarksburg  Pub¬ 
lishing  case  deemed  Grade  B  overlap 
significant  and  the  important  test  on 
duopoly  to  be  whether  “receivers  in  the 
area  of  overlap  would  receive  acceptable 
signals  from  both  stations,”  a  hearing 
is  necessary,  especially  because  any  de¬ 
termination  as  to  what  constitutes  suffi¬ 
cient  overlap  to  warrant  denying  an 
application  must  depend  on  the  facts  of 
the  case,  developed  at  such  hearing. 
Further,  protestant  alleges  that  CBS 
owns  and  operates  the  dominant  radio 
network  with  its  1954  gross  billings  being 
39  percent  of  the  total  of  the  nation;  that 
each  of  its  six  radio  stations  had  the 
largest  audience  of  any  station  in  their 
respective  communities ;  and  that  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  its  own  station,  the  CBS  net¬ 
work  includes  approximately  215  affili¬ 
ated  stations — all  of  which  facts  should 
be  scrutinized  by  the  Commission  in  an 
evidentiary  hearing  on  the  issue  of 
whether  concentration  of  control  over 
the  broadcast  industry  in  the  hands  of 
CBS  is  consistent  w’ith  the  Commission’s 
policy  against  “concentration  of  the 
media  of  mass  communication”  or  the 
policy  of  “diversification.”  Another  vio¬ 
lation  which  it  is  asserted  is  brought 
about  by  the  CBS  acquisition  is  the  so- 
called  “Charlotte”  provision  of  the  Chain 
Broadcasting  Rules  (§  3.658  (f))  which 
prohibits  the  issuance  of  a  license  to  a 


network  “in  any  locality  where  the  ex¬ 
isting  television  broadcast  stations  are 
so  few  or  of  such  unequal  desirability 
(in  terms  of  coverage,  power,  frequency, 
or  other  related  matters)  that  competi¬ 
tion  would  be  substantially  restrained 
by  such  licensing.”  Protestant  points 
out  that  only  one  other  commercial  tele¬ 
vision  station  is  allocated  to  Hartford 
and  that,  since  under  the  AM  equivalent 
of  §  3.658  (f)  (§3.136)  CBS  was  com¬ 
pelled  to  divest  itself  of  WBT  in  Char¬ 
lotte  when  there  were  two  other  stations 
in  the  market,  acquisition  by  CBS  of 
WGTH-TV  cannot  be  justified.  Pro¬ 
testant  contends  that  “locality”  means 
“some  measurable  boundary  such  as  the 
corporate  limits  of  the  City  of  Hartford 
or  the  bounds  of  the  Hartford  metropoli¬ 
tan  area”  and  not  a  general  area  includ¬ 
ing  all  the  cities  in  Connecticut  and 
Massachusetts  whose  stations  supply 
television  service  to  part  of  the  service 
area  of  WGTH-TV,  since  such  an  inter¬ 
pretation  would  render  the  rule  mean¬ 
ingless,  at  least  in  Zone  I  where  it  is  diffi¬ 
cult  to  find  any  important  area  which 
does  not  receive  at  least  Grade  B  service 
from  two  or  more  stations. 

7.  Finally,  protestant  refers  to  “nu¬ 
merous  charges”  that  “have  been  made 
over  the  years”  that  CBS  has,  in  various 
affiliation  actions,  used  its  power  in  a 
manner  “inconsistent  with  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  the  antitrust  laws,”  and  al¬ 
leges  (a)  that  the  son  of  a  CBS  vice- 
president  secured  a  management  con¬ 
tract,  a  50  percent  profit,  and  a  stock 
option  from  the  owners  of  WKOW,  Mad¬ 
ison,  Wisconsin,  in  return  for  a  promise 
to  secure  a  CBS  affiliation;  that  the  man¬ 
agement  contract  was  dropped  after  an 
FCC  investigation,  but  the  affiliation  re¬ 
tained;  (b)  that  the  “switch”  affiliation 
of  CBS  with  stations  belonging  wholly  or 
partially  to  its  talent  (Gene  Autry  and 
Lowell  Thomas)  is  indicative  of  impro¬ 
priety;  and  that  10  of  the  14  AM  and  tel¬ 
evision  stations  owned  by  a  multiple 
owner,  Storer  Broadcasting  Company, 
are  now  affiliated  with  CBS  to  the  loss 
and  injury  of  former  affiliates  who  were 
individual  or  smaller  licensees,  all  of 
which,  it  is  alleged,  is  further  indicative 
of  the  necessity  of  examining  “CBS  fit¬ 
ness  as  a  licensee.”  In  conclusion,  pro¬ 
testant  requests  (a)  that  section  309  (c) 
of  the  act  as  it  read  prior  to  January  20, 
1956,  be  considered  applicable  to  the  in¬ 
stant  protest;  that  the  above-entitled 
application  be  designated  for  an  eviden¬ 
tiary  hearing  on  specified  issues ;  that  the 
burden  of  proof  be  placed  on  the  appli¬ 
cants;  and  that  the  effective  date  of  the 
Commission’s  grant  be  postponed.  The 
issues  specified  by  the  protestant  are  as 
follows: 

(1)  To  determine  whether  CBS  ownership 
of  WGTH-TV  would  serve  the  purposes  for 
permitting  network  ownership  of  broadcast 
stations  as  those  purposes  have  been  stated 
by  the  Commission  in  its  Chain  Broadcasting 
Report  or  its  Report  and  Order  of  September 
17.  1954  (11  RR  1519). 

(2)  To  determine  whether  CBS  ownership 
of  WGTH-TV  would  be  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Commission’s  multiple 
ownership  rule  (5  3.636  (a)  (2)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  )  and  its  policies  promulgated 
thereunder  in  view  of  CBS’  concentration  of 
control  in  the  television  broadcast  Industry. 
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(3)  To  determine  whether  CBS  ownership 
of  WGTH-TV  would  be  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Commission's  duopoly  rule 
(§  3.636  (a)  (1)  of  the  Commission’s  rules) 
and  its  policies  promulgated  thereunder  in 
view  of  the  overlap  in  coverage  areas  served 
by  WCBS— TV  and  WGTH-TV  and  the  effects 
of  that  overlap  upon  the  public  interest. 

(4)  To  determine  whether  CBS  ownership 
of  WGTH-TV  would  be  consistent  with  the 
Commission’s  policy  against  concentration 
of  the  media  of  mass  communication  in  view 
of  CBS’  concentration  of  control  in  the  radio 
and  television  broadcast  industry. 

(5)  To  determine  Whether  CBS  owner¬ 
ship  of  WGTH-TV  would  be  consistent  with 
the  “Charlotte”  provision  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Chain  Broadcasting  Rules  (§  3.658  (f) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules). 

(6)  To  obtain  full  information  with  re¬ 
spect  to  CBS  affiliation  practices  and,  in  par¬ 
ticular,  to  determine  whether  any  of  the 
affiliation  practices  referred  to  in  the  protest 
are  in  violation  of  the  federal  antitrust  laws 
or  the  public  interest. 

(7)  To  determine  whether  any  film  licens¬ 
ing  contracts  between  CBS  and  film  distribu¬ 
tors  contain  terms  which  prevent  or  hinder 
television  stations  located  in  communities 
outside  of  New  York  City  from  broadcasting 
the  films  covered  by  the  contracts  during  the 
same  period  as  they  are  broadcast  by 
WCBS-TV,  and,  if  so,  whether  such  con¬ 
tracts  are  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Commission’s  territorial  exclusivity  rule 
(§  3.658  (b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations),  with  the  anti-trust  laws  or  the 
public  interest. 

(8)  To  determine  whether  or  not,  on  the 

basis  of  the  hearing  record  adduced  with 
respect  to  Issues  1  through  7  above,  a  grant 
of  the  above-entitled  application  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity.  , 

8.  The  opposition  of  the  applicant, 
CBS,  is  addressed  primarily  to  the  prop¬ 
osition,  which  is  termed  “controlling,” 
that  section  309  (c)  of  the  act  confers 
no  right  of  protest  upon  Elm  City.  CBS 
contends  that  the  case  does  not  involve 
the  grant  of  an  “instrument  of  authori¬ 
zation”  within  the  meaning  of  section 
309  (c) ;  that  the  language  of  the  act 
itself,  its  legislative  history  and  the  fac¬ 
tors  which  prompted  Congress  to  treat 
the  field  of  broadcasting  as  one  of  open 
and  free  competition  all  support  this 
contention.  The  applicant  then  traces 
the  legislative  history  of  section  309  (c) 
and  contends  that  the  journey  unmis¬ 
takably  supports  the  conclusion  that 
“protests  were  only  intended  to  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  grants  of  new  instruments  of 
authorization  which  are  made  pursuant 
to  applications  for  new  or  improved  fa¬ 
cilities,”  and  not  to  applications  for  as¬ 
signment  or  transfer  of  existing  facili¬ 
ties.  Applicant  urges  that  the  contrary 
language  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  in  the 
case  of  Camden  Radio,  Inc.  v.  FCC,  220 
F.  2d  191  (D.  C.  Cir.  1954)  was  evoked 
by  a  set  of  facts  different  and  distin¬ 
guishable  from  those  present  in  the  in¬ 
stant  case.  The  opposition  further 
contends  that  the  allegations  of  the 
protestant  “are  so  speculative  and  varie¬ 
gated  as  to  defy  categorical  treatment, 
and  that  even  if  true  and  susceptible  of 
categorical  treatment  they  “could  not 
warrant  the  result  which  Elm  City 
seeks”;  that  reduced  profits  as  a  result 
of  increased  competition  is  a  normal  ele¬ 
ment  of  a  free  competitive  system — com¬ 
petition  being  the  very  basis  of  our 


broadcast  system;  that  the  Supreme 
Court  in  the  Sanders  case  explicitly 
recognized  that  Congress  never  intended 
either  expressly  or  implicitly  to  “protect 
Station  A  as  against  Station  B  when  both 
are  conforming  to  the  necessary  rules  of 
allocation  and  to  the  prescribed  engi¬ 
neering  standards”;  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  in  law  and  in  fact,  “is  not  consti¬ 
tuted  to  function  as  a  guardian  of  the 
financial  conduct  and  well  being  of  Elm 
City  or  of  any  other  operator  (including 
networks)  in  the  television  field”  except 
in  cases  where  new  service  will  destroy 
one  that  is  being  rendered  in  a  certain 
area,  which,  the  applicant  asserts,  is  not 
the  case  at  hand;  that  protestant’s  real 
injury  does  not  arise  from  the  ownership 
of  WGTH-TV  by  CBS  but  from  the  loss 
of  CBS  programs  due  to  the  change  in 
the  CBS  affiliation  which  protestant  does 
not  claim  is  improper  and  even  “con¬ 
cedes  that:  ‘CBS  network  programs  can 
be  provided  to  the  Hartford  area  as  ef¬ 
fectively  by  a  WGTH-TV  affiliated  with 
CBS  as  by  a  WGTH-TV  owned  by 
CBS’  ”;  that  these  portions  of  the  protest 
which  attempt  to  show  that  Elm  City 
is  a  party  in  interest  “consist  largely  of 
speculations  and  conclusions  and  are 
based  on  the  assumption  *  *  *  that  no 
other  owner  of  WGTH-TV  could  com¬ 
pete  as  effectively  with  Elm  City  as  could 
the  proposed  assignee” ;  and  finally,  that 
protestant’s  claims  of  financial  injury 
“amount  to  a  contention  that  changes 
in  the  ownership  and  program  structure 
of  a  station  35  miles  distant  give  it  a 
right  which  others  do  not  have  (or  at 
least  have  not  asserted)  to  delay  or 
prevent  such  changes” — a  right  not 
given  by  309  (c). 

9.  Applicant  asserts  further  that  vir¬ 
tually  the  entire  contents  of  the  August 
1955  petition  of  Elm  City  to  designate 
the  above-entitled  application  for  hear¬ 
ing  have  been  restated,  with  expansion, 
in  the  protest;  that  the  expansion  in¬ 
cludes,  for  some  29  pages,  nothing  more 
than  a  restatement  of  a  memorandum 
entitled  “Television  Network  Regulation 
and  the  UHF  Problem”  submitted  in 
1955  to,  but  never  adopted  by,  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce;  that  “this  is,  of  course,  not 
an  appropriate  forum  for  debating  the 
pros  and  cons  of  our  present  concept  of 
free  competition  among  the  networks 
and  between  stations*  nor  is  the  time  and 
place  for  an  evaluation  of  such  estab¬ 
lished  rules  as  those  providing  for  net¬ 
work  option  time  and  for  multiple 
ownership  of  broadcast  stations”;  that 
the  memorandum  specifically  advocates 
“extensive  regulation  of  all  networks”; 
and  that  nowhere  in  the  protest  does 
Elm  City  contend  that  CBS  or  any  other 
network  “has  violated  the  law  or  the 
Commission’s  regulations”  but  rather 
argues  with  the  efficacy  of  the  rules 
themselves.  It  is  urged  that  if  it  be 
assumed  for  purposes  of  argument  that 
consent  to  the  mere  assignment  of  the 
construction  permit  of  an  existing  sta¬ 
tion  is  the  granting  of  an  “instrument 
of  authorization”  which  is  subject  to 
protest,  then  none  of  the  issues  requested 
by  Elm  City  should  be  made  the  subject 
of  an  evidentiary  hearing.  Discussing 
l  each  of  the  proposed  issues,  CBS  con¬ 


tends  that  protestant  has  stated  no  facts 
“with  particularity”;  that  it  has  relied 
on  “speculative  argument”;  that  it  has 
brought  in  “totally  irrelevant  subjects”; 
that  no  grounds  have  been  presented  for 
setting  aside  the  grant ;  that  the  request 
is  facetious;  and  that  there  has  been  no 
showing  of  impropriety  on  the  part  of 
CBS.  As  to  the  “Petition  for  Reconsid¬ 
eration,”  applicant  contends  it  is  inap¬ 
plicable  “in  non-hearing  cases”  such  as 
this,  and,  in  any  event,  is  “not  a  matter 
of  right  but  of  privilege”  and  should  here 
be  denied.  Applicant  requests  dismissal 
of  the  Protest  and  Petition  for  Recon¬ 
sideration;  or,  if  that  relief  is  denied, 
employment  of  the  procedures  including 
the  demurrer  procedures  called  for  by 
309  (c)  as  amended;  and  grant  of  oral 
argument  “on  the  foregoing  requests.” 

10.  Elm  City’s  reply  to  applicant’s 
opposition  responds  primarily  to  the  ar¬ 
gument  concerning  the  protestability  of 
assignments  and  transfers.  It  reiterates 
its  reliance  on  the  “as  if”  language  of 
section  310  (b)  of  the  act  and  on  the 
Court’s  language  in  the  Camden  case  and 
points  out  that  since  that  case,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has,  in  four  cases”  held  that 
protests  lie  to  the  grant  without  hearing 
of  applications  for  consent  to  the  trans¬ 
fer  or  assignment  of  broadcast  stations. 
Elm  City  further  states  that  whether  the 
case  is  governed  by  the  309  (c)  of  1952 
as  it  contends,  or  the  309  (c)  of  1956  as 
CBS  contends,  the  Commission’s  action 
is  subject  to  protest;  that  a  stay  of  the 
grant  is  required  under  either  the  old  or 
the  new  309  (c) ;  and  that  it  has  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  an  oral  argument  “provided  it 
is  a  preliminary  step  to  an  evidentiary 
hearing.” 

11.  We  have  given  careful  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  argument  of  the  applicant, 
CBS,  that  the  grants  of  Commission  con¬ 
sent  to  assignments  and  transfers  of 
existing  broadcasting  facilities  are  not 
subject  to  protest  under  section  309  (c) 
of  the  act,  and  we  are  not  persuaded  that 
the  holding  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  in 
the  Camden  case  is  confined  to  the  nar¬ 
row  “new  facilities”  interpretation  urged 
by  the  applicant  or  that  the  instant  case 
presents  any  exceptional  or  distinguish¬ 
able  factors  which  would  justify  a  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  grant  complained  of  is 
free  from  application  of  that  Court’s 
ruling.  We  conclude,  therefore,  that  the 
Commission’s  action  of  February  23,  1956 
is  protestable  under  the  holding  in  the 
Camden  case.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
protestant  has  alleged  that  it  is  the  per¬ 
mittee  of  an  operating  television  station 
in  New  Haven,  located  approximately  35 
miles  from  Hartford;  that  it  competes 
with  WGTH-TV  for  programming,  audi¬ 
ence  and  advertising  revenues;  that,  as 
a  result  of  the  Commission’s  grant  of  the 
above-entitled  application,  it  has  lost 
and  will  continue  to  lose  revenues;  that 
because  of  said  grant,  it  has  sustained 
and  will  continue  to  sustain  the  cancel¬ 
lation  of  commercial  spot  announce¬ 
ments  by  advertisers;  and  that  the 
acquisition  of  WGTH-TV  by  CBS  can 

*  Hyman  Rosenblum  et  al.,  11  RR  821 
(1954);  WMIE,  Inc.,  11  RR  1091  (1955); 
WBUF-TV,  Inc.,  13  RR  60  (1955) ;  and  WEAT, 
Inc.,  12  RR  1427. 
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also  j-esult  in  the  loss  of  first-run  films 
and  further  revenues,  we  find  that  the 
protestant  is  a  "party  in  interest”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  309  (c)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  is  a  ‘‘person  aggrieved”  within 
the  meaning  of  Section  405  of  the  Act. 
Federal  Communications  Commission  v. 
Sanders,  309  U.  S.  407;  Camden  Radio, 
Inc.  supra.  We  find  further  that  the 
protestant  has  specified  with  particu¬ 
larity  the  facts  relied  upon  so  as  to  war¬ 
rant  designating  the  above-entitled  ap¬ 
plication  for  hearing  on  issues  which  are 
substantially  those  specified  by  protest¬ 
ant. 

12.  Certain  of  the  proposed  issues  have 
been  revised  or  consolidated  without  af¬ 
fecting  the  protestant’s  opportunity  to 
submit  evidence  on  the  basis  of  the  alle¬ 
gations  set  forth  in  the  protest.  In  issue 
‘‘(1)”,  protestant  seeks  a  determination 
as  to  w'hether  a  grant  of  the  above-en¬ 
titled  application  w’ould  serve  the  “pur¬ 
poses”  of  the  Commission’s  Chain  Broad¬ 
casting  and  Multiple  Ownership  Report. 
We  have  revised  this  issue  so  as  to  relate 
it  to  the  Commission’s  Chain  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Rules  since  the  purposes  for  their 
enactment  can  be  considered  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  applicability  of  said  rules. 
For  the  same  reason,  we  have  deleted  the 
reference  to  the  “purposes”  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Multiple  Ownership  Report. 
Inasmuch  as  proposed  issues  ‘*(2)”  and 
“(3)”  relate  to  subparagraphs  of  §  3.636 
of  the  rules,  they  have  been  consolidated 
into  one  issue  and  “purposes”  can  be 
considered  in  determining  their  applica¬ 
bility  to  the  facts  adduced  at  the  hearing. 
In  consolidating  said  issues,  we  have  de¬ 
leted  certain  conclusionajy  appendages 
contained  therein  as  framed  by  protest¬ 
ant.  A  similar  deletion  of  conclusionary 
language  has  been  made  with  respect  to 
issue  “<4>”.  Issue  “(5)”  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  since  it  deals  with  only  one  sub¬ 
section  of  the  Commission’s  Chain 
Broadcasting  Rules  and  the  entire  sec¬ 
tion  is  specified  in  the  first  issue.  Issue 
“(6)”  has  been  revised  to  eliminate  gen¬ 
eral  introductory  language  and  to  con¬ 
fine  the  issue  to  the  practices  alleged  in 
the  protest.  It  should  be  pointed  out, 
however,  that  in  making  the  above  find¬ 
ings,  and  by  including  the  issues  set  forth 
below,  we  do  not  determine  or  imply  that 
any  or  all  of  these  issues,  even  if  the 
facts  with  respect  thereto  are  as  alleged 
by  the  protestant,  are  such  that  they 
could  result  in  a  determination  that  the 
grant  to  CBS  was  improper,  contrary  to 
the  public  interest,  or  should  be  set  aside. 
Accordingly,  said  issues  are  not  being 
adopted  by  the  Commission  and  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proof  thereon,  both  in  proving 
the  facts  alleged  and  in  demonstrating 
their  materiality  and  relevancy  will  be 
on  the  protestant. 

13.  As  indicated  above,  the  protestant 
has  requested  that  section  309  (c)  of  the 
act  as  it  read  prior  to  January  20,  1956, 
be  considered  applicable  to  the  case  be¬ 
fore  us.  On  the  other  hand,  CBS  urges 
that  section  309  <c),  as  amended  on  the 
latter  date,  be  considered  applicable  and 
that  the  Commission  permit  oral  argu¬ 
ment  thereon  and  on  its  other  requests. 
We  do  not  believe  it  necessary,  in  view  of 
our  determination  on  the  aspects  of  de¬ 


murrer  *  and  postponement  of  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  grant,  to  resolve  the 
question  whether  the  amended  act  is  or 
is  not  applicable  to  the  instant  case. 
For  if  the  original  version  of  section  309 
<c)  is  deemed  applicable,  it  follows  that 
the  effective  date  of  the  grant  would  be 
postponed  since  the  authorization  has 
not  been  shown  to  be  necessary  to  the 
maintenance  of  an  existing  service.  And 
the  same  result  obtains  if  the  amended 
309  <c)  is  found  to  be  the  pertinent 
standard :  For  no  showing  has  been 
made,  and  we  ourselves  find  no  grounds 
for  the  affirmative  finding  required  by 
the  new  provision  that  the  public  in¬ 
terest  requires  the  grant  to  remain  in 
effect.  In  view  of  these  considerations 
and  our  findings,  we  are  of  the  opinion 
that  the  requested  oral  argument  by  the 
parties  would  serve  no  useful  purpose 
and  might  further  delay  a  final  determi¬ 
nation  of  the  issues  herein. 

14.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section  309 
<c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  effective  immediately,  the 
effective  date  of  the  grant  of  the  above- 
entitled  application  is  postponed  pend¬ 
ing  a  final  determination  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  the  hearing  ordered  below 
with  respect  to  the  protest  herein ;  that 
the  petition  for  reconsideration  is 
granted  to  the  extent  provided  for  below 
and  is  denied  in  all  other  respects;  and 
that  the  above-entitled  application  is 
designated  for  hearing  at  the  offices  of 
the  Commission  in  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  above-entitled  application  would  be 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  §  3.658 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  its  policies 
promulgated  thereunder. 

<b)  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  above-entitled  application  would  be 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  §  3.636 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  its  policies 
promulgated  thereunder. 

(c)  To  determine  whether  CBS  own¬ 
ership  of  WGTH-TV  would  be  consistent 
with  the  Commission’s  policy  against 
concentration  of  the  media  of  mass 
communication. 

<d)  To  determine  whether  any  of  the 
affiliation  practices  referred  to  in  the 
protest  are  in  violation  of  the  Federal 
anti-trust  laws  or  th£  public  interest. 

(e)  To  determine  whether  any  film 
licensing  contracts  between  CBS  and  film 
distributors  contain  terms  which  prevent 
or  hinder  television  stations  located  in 
communities  outside  of  New  York  City 
from  broadcasting  the  films  covered  by 
the  contracts  during  the  same  period  as 
they  are  broadcast  by  WCBS-TV,  and,  if 
so,  whether  such  contracts  are  inconsis¬ 
tent  with  the  provisions  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  territorial  exclusivity  rule  <§  3.658 
<b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations)  ,  with  the  anti-trust  law's  or  the 
public  interest. 

(f)  To  determine  whether,  on  the 
basis  of  the  hearing  record  adduced  with 
respect  to  Issues  (a)  to  (e),  inclusive, 
a  grant  of  the  above-entitled  application 


•  We  do  not,  as  shown  by  our  prior  findings, 
deem  the  issues  here  presented  to  be  appro¬ 
priate  for  utilization  of  the  demurrer 
procedure. 


would  serve  the  public  interest,  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity. 

The  burden  of  proof  as  to  each  of  the 
above  issues  shall  be  on  the  protestant. 

15.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
protestant  and  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau,  are  hereby  made  parties  to  the 
above-described  proceedings,  and  that: 

(a)  The  hearing  on  the  above  issues 
shall  commence  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  May 
28, 1956,  before  an  Examiner  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  and 

<b)  The  parties  to  the  proceedings 
herein  shall  have  fifteen  (15)  days  after 
the  issuance  of  the  Examiner’s  decision 
to  file  exceptions  thereto  and  seven  (7) 
days  thereafter  to  file  replies  to  any 
such  exceptions;  and 

(c)  The  parties  intending  to  partic¬ 
ipate  in  the  hearing  herein  shall  file 
their  appearances  not  later  than  May  21, 
1956. 

Adopted:  April  23,  1956. 

Released:  April 23, 1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

I  seal!  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3284;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

l  File  No.  24NY-4209] 
Bridgehaven,  Inc. 

ORDER  TEMPORARILY  SUSPENDING  EXEMP¬ 
TION,  STATEMENT  OF  REASONS  THEREFOR, 

AND  NOTICE  OF  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  HEAR¬ 
ING 

April  23, 1956. 

I.  Bridgehaven,  Inc.,  50  Lefferts  Ave¬ 
nue,  Brooklyn,  New  York,  having  filed 
with  this  Commission  on  January  26, 
1956,  a  notification  on  Form  1-A  relating 
to  a  proposed  offering  of  500  shares  of 
$100  par  value  non-voting  Class  A  com¬ 
mon  stock  at  the  price  of  $100  per  share 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  registration  requirements 
of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
3  (b)  thereof  and  Regulation  A  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder; 

II.  The  Commission  having  reasonable 
grounds  to  believe  that: 

A.  The  terms  and  conditions  of  Regu¬ 
lation  A  have  not  been  complied  with  in 
that: 

(1)  The  issuer  failed  to  disclose  in 
Item  3  of  Form  1-A  information  con¬ 
cerning  the  sale  of  unregistered  securi¬ 
ties  within  one  year  prior  to  the  filing  of 
the  notification; 

(2)  The  issuer  failed  to  file,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Rule  221,  a  brochure  which  the 
issuer  caused  to  be  mailed  before  and 
after  the  notification  was  filed  with  this 
Commission ; 

(3)  The  information  contained  in  the 
brochure  exceeded  the  limits  permitted 
by  Rule  220;  and 


1  Commissioner  Doerfer  dissenting.  State¬ 
ment  of  concurrence  in  part  and  dissent  in 
part  of  Commissioner  Bartley  is  filed  as  part 
of  the  original  document. 
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(4)  The  offering  was  commenced  and 
securities  sold  prior  to  the  time  permit¬ 
ted  by  Rule  218;  and 

B.  The  brochure  omitted  to  state  ma¬ 
terial  facts  necessary  in  order  to  make 
the  statements  made,  in  the  light  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  they  were 
made,  not  misleading,  particularly  in 
that  the  brochure  failed  to  indicate  that 
ownership  by  the  issuer  of  the  properties 
discussed  therein  was  the  subject  of  fur¬ 
ther  negotiations  and  the  properties 
were  not  in  fact  owned. 

III.  It  is  ordered,  Pursuant  to  Rule  223 
(a)  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  that  the  exemption  under  Reg¬ 
ulation  A  be,  and  it  hereby  is  suspended. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
having  any  interest  in  the  matter  may 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
a  written  request  for  a  hearing;  that, 
within  20  days  after  receipt  of  such  re¬ 
quest,  the  Commission  will,  or  at  any 
time  upon  its  own  motion  may,  set  the 
matter  down  for  hearing  at  a  place  to 
be  designated  by  the  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  this  or¬ 
der  of  suspension  should  be  vacated  or 
made  permanent,  without  prejudice, 
however,  to  the  consideration  and  pres¬ 
entation  of  additional  matters  at  the 
hearing;  and  that  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  of  said  hearing  will  be  promptly 
given  by  the  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
and  notice  shall  be  served  upon  Bridge- 
haven,  Inc.,  personally  or  by  registered 
mail  or  by  confirmed  telegraphic  notice, 
and  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Nellye  A.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-3273;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.J 


[File  No.  812-992] 

Employees’  Investment  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  APPLICATION  FOR 
EXEMPTION  OF  CLOSED-END  INVESTMENT 
COMPANY 

April  23, 1956. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Employees’ 
Investment  Company  (“Employees’  ”),  a 
corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  California,  has  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  section  6  (d)  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“act”) , 
and  Rule  N-6D-1  thereunder,  for  an  or¬ 
der  of  the  Commission  exempting  it  from 
the  provisions  of  the  act.  Employees’ 
has  agreed  that  it  will  accept  and  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  any  specified  provisions  of  the 
act  if  the  Commission  deems  it  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or 
for  the  protection  of  investors  that  it 
should  be  so  subject. 

Employees’,  a  closed-end  diversified 
management  investment  company  as  de¬ 
fined  in  the  act,  was  organized  on  Janu¬ 
ary  6,  1956.  Its  authorized  capital  con¬ 
sists  of  200,000  shares  of  $1  par  value 
common  stock.  The  company  proposes 
to  offer  at  this  time  not  to  exceed  5,000 


shares  to  residents  of  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  at  an  aggregate  public  offering 
price  not  to  exced  $50,000. 

Employees’  proposes  to  sell  its  shares 
without  sales  load  primarily  within  a 
group  of  employees  and  agents  of  Farm¬ 
ers  Insurance  Group  who  formed  Em¬ 
ployees’  for  their  own  benefit.  The  name 
Farmers  •Insurance  Group  does  not  apply 
to  any  legal  entity  but  refers  to  a  group 
of  companies  engaged  in  various  lines  of 
insurance  under  the  supervision  and  con¬ 
trol  of  a  group  of  officers  and  directors 
which  are  substantially  the  same  for  all 
of  the  companies.  It  is  represented  that 
the  organization  known  as  the  Farmers 
Insurance  Group  is  in  no  way  identified 
with  the  Applicant. 

It  is  represented  that  Employees’ 
principal  activities  will  consist  of  inves¬ 
tigation,  research  and  analysis  with  re¬ 
spect  to  corporations  of  established 
success  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  for 
investment,  shares  of  such  companies 
showing  the  most  desirable  income  and 
growth  prospects.  It  will  not  borrow 
any  money; .nor  make  investments  (1) 
in  real  estate  or  commodities;  (2)  which 
involve  promotions  or  business  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  corporation;  (3)  in  securi¬ 
ties  about  which  there  is  no  information 
as  to  history,  management,  assets  and 
earnings;  (4)  which  subject  the  com¬ 
pany  to  unlimited  liability;  (5)  on  mar¬ 
gin  nor  make  short  sales;  (6)  in  excess 
of  5  percent  of  invested  funds  in  secu¬ 
rities  of  Farmers  Insurance  Group  and 
its  affiliates. 

Section  6  (d)  of  the  act  provides  in 
substance  that  the  Commission  by  order 
upon  application  shall  exempt  a  closed- 
end  investment  company  from  any  or  all 
provisions  of  the  act,  but  subject  to  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
or  for  the  protection  of  investors,  if  the 
aggregate  sums  received  from  the  sale 
of  all  its  securities,  outstanding  and 
proposed  to  be  offered,  do  not  exceed 
$100,000  and  if  the  sale  of  its  securities 
is  restricted  to  the  residents  of  the  state 
of  its  organization. 

Section  6  (e)  of  the  act  provides  that 
if,  in  connection  with  any  provisions  of 
section  7,  the  Commission  deems  it  nec¬ 
essary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 
that  certain  specified  provisions  of  the 
act  pertaining  to  registered  investment 
companies  shall  be  applicable  in  respect 
of  such  company,  the  provisions  so  spec¬ 
ified  shall  apply  to  such  company,  and 
to  other  persons  in  their  transactions 
and  relations  with  such  company,  as 
though  such  company  were  a  registered 
investment  company. 

The  Division  of  Corporate  Regulation 
has  recommended  that  exemption  be 
granted  employees  from  the  following 
provisions  of  the  act  and  the  respective 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  under 
each  of  such  provisions; 

Section  7;  section  8  (b) ,  except  the  re¬ 
quirement  to  file  the  information  re¬ 
quired  by  Items  3,  4,  and  5  of  Form  N- 
8B-1  and  to  report  to  the  Commission 
any  changes  thereafter  in  respect 
thereof;  section  14;  section  20  (a) ;  sec¬ 
tion  23  (c) ;  section  24  (d)  insofar  as  such 
section  makes  inapplicable  the  provisions 


of  section  3  (a)  (11)  of  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  to  any  securities  of  a  registered 
investment  company;  section  30  (a) ,  sec¬ 
tion  30  (b) ,  except  that  Employees’  shall, 
pursuant  to  section  30  (b)  (2),  file  with 
the  Commission  copies  of  all  reports  sent 
to  stockholders  pursuant  to  section  30 
(d)  which  reports  to  stockholders  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  inde¬ 
pendent  public  accountants  pursuant  to 
section  30  (e) ;  section  30  (f),  to  the 
extent  that  the  subject  persons  shall  not 
be  required  to  file  reports  more  than  once 
each  six  months;  and  section  32  (a) : 
Provided,  That  the  applicant  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
sections  6  (d)  (1)  and  6  (d)  (2)  of  the  act 
and  shall  at  all  times  maintain  its  classi¬ 
fication  as  a  closed-end  company  as  de¬ 
fined  in  section  5  (a)  (2)  of  the  act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  May  7, 
1956,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  any  facts  bearing  upon 
the  desirability  of  a  hearing  on  the  mat¬ 
ter  and  may  request  that  a  hearing  be 
held,  such  request  stating  the  nature  of 
his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such  request 
and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  communication  or  request 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.  At  any  time  after  said 
date,  the  application  may  be  granted  as 
provided  in  Rule  N-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  under  the  act. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Nellye  A.  Thorsen, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3274;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.| 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Gaetano  DeLuca  and  Domenico  Roberto 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserv¬ 
atory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Gaetano  DeLuca,  Palermo,  Italy,  $683.56  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Domenico  Roberto,  Montella,  Italy, 
$1,367.12  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 
Claim  No.  55597,  Voluntary  Turnover. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  19, 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3285;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.J 
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NOTICES 


Fundacion  Fernando  Doggenweiler 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration  there¬ 
of  prior  to  return,  and  after  adequate 
provision  for  taxes  and  conservatory 
expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Fundacion  Fernando  Doggenweiler,  San¬ 
tiago.  ChUe,  Claim  No.  62891;  $8,507.90  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  5 — 
United  Steel  Works  Corporation  Mortgage  A 
25  year  6l/2  percent  S/F  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds 
Series  A,  due  6/1/51  with  coupons  6/1/41 
and  subsequent  coupons  attached,  stamped- 
reduclng  to  3%  percent.  Certificates  Nos. 
M5079,  28365,  23719,  16642,  and  9432  of 
$1,000.00  face  value  each;  3 — Conversion  Of¬ 
fice  German  Foreign  Debts  3  percent  Dollar 
Bonds,  Series  B,  due  1/1/46  with  coupons 
7/1/41  and  subsequent  coupons  attached: 
Certificate  No.  13447  (fn  $1,000.00:  Certificate 
No.  9291  @  $500.00;  Certificate  No.  58574  @ 
$100.00;  and  2 — Fractional  Conversion  Office 
German  foreign  Debts  3  percent  Dollar 
Bonds,  Series  B,  due  1/1/46:  Certificate  No. 
266798  @  $20.00;  Certificate  No.  066257  @ 
$5.00. 

All  of  the  above  described  securities  are 
presently  in  the  custody  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  of  New  York. 

Vesting  Order  No.  12251. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  19,  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

r seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3286;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.j 


Salomon  Rens  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  in¬ 
tention  to  return,  on  or  after  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  hereof,  the 
following  property,  subject  to  any  in¬ 
crease  or  decrease  resulting  from  the  ad¬ 
ministration  thereof  prior  to  return,  and 
after  adequate  provision  for  taxes  and 
conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and,  Location 

The  State  of  the  Netherlands  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of:  All  right,  title,  and  interest  of  the 
Attorney  General  acquired  pursuant  to  Vest¬ 
ing  Order  No.  18521  (16  F.  R.  10097,  October 
3,  1951)  in  and  to: 

Salomon  Rens  and  Frans  Rens,  L.  S.  Claim 
No.  55,  Cities  Service  Company  5/58  Deben¬ 
ture  No.  5147,  in  the  principal  amount  of 
$1,000. 

Max  Stokvis,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  58,  Cities  Serv¬ 
ice  Company  5/66  Debenture  Nos.  8112,  8976 
and  10820,  In  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000 


each;  and  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  4/75  Bond  No.  10710,  in  the  principal 
amount  of  $1,000. 

Moses  Nieuwendijk,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  69, 
Cities  Service  Company  5/69  Debenture  No. 
566,  in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000;  Inter¬ 
national  Hydro-Electric  System  6/44  Deben¬ 
ture  No.  211842,  in  the  principal  amount  of 
$1,000;  and  Southern  Railway  Company  4/56 
Bond  No.  6524,  in  the  principal  amount  of 
$1,000. 

M.  van  Vriesland,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  74,  Cities 
Service  Company  5/69  Debenture  No.  2749, 
in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000. 

Renee  Blitz  and  Lya  Blitz,  L.  S.  Claim 
No.  79,  Cities  Service  Company  5/69  Deben¬ 
ture  No.  22637,  in  the  principal  amount  of 
$1,000. 

Netherlands  Embassy,  Office  of  the  Finan¬ 
cial  Counselor,  25  Broadway,  New  York  4, 
New  York. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  19, 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  56-3287;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


Henri  Alexandre  Hippolyte  Joseph 
Schaffner 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty  located  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  includ¬ 
ing  all  royalties  accrued  thereunder  and 
all  damages  and  profits  recoverable  for 
past  infringement  thereof,  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserv¬ 
atory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  and  Property 

Henri  Alexandre  Hippolyte  Joseph  Schaff¬ 
ner,  Paris,  France,  Claim  No.  36640;  Property 
described  in  Vesting  Order  No.  666  (8  F.  R. 
5047,  April  17,  1943)  relating  to  United  States 
Letters  Patent  No.  2,219,848. 

Vesting  Order  No.  666. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  19,  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  .  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3288;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


Ste  Financiere  de  Transports  et 
Entreprises  Industrielles 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 


of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty  located  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  in¬ 
cluding  all  royalties  accrued  thereunder 
and  all  damages  and  profits  recoverable 
for  past  infringement  thereof,  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses : 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  and  Property 

St6  Financiere  de  Transports  et  Entreprises 
Industrielles,  (“Sofina”)  38,  rue  de  Naples, 
Brussels,  Belgium,  Claim  No.  39533;  Property 
described  in  Vesting  Order  No.  675  (8  F.  R. 
5029,  April  17,  1943) ,  relating  to  United  States 
Letters  Patent  No.  2,219,407. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  19,  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3289;  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.J 


[Vesting  Order  1 693 1 ,  Arndt . ] 
Karoline  Bader  and  Robert  Huhn 

In  re:  Interest  in  real  property  owned 
by  Karoline  Bader  and  Robert  Huhn. 

Vesting  Order  16931,  dated  January  4, 
1951,  is  hereby  amended  as  follows  and 
not  otherwise : 

By  deleting  the  description  as  set  forth 
in  Exhibit  A  attached  to  and  by  reference 
made  a  part  of  Vesting  Order  16931  and 
substituting  therefor  the  following  de¬ 
scriptions: 

Those  certain  lots  or  parcels  of  land  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  Town  of  West  Orange,  Essex 
County,  State  of  New  Jersey,  described  as 
follows : 

Parcel  1.  Property  known  and  designated 
as  Lots  21  to  27  inclusive,  30  and  31  in  Block 
153-N,  as  shown  on  Map  of  Property  of  C.  W. 
Fundus,  West  Orange,  New  Jersey,  dated 
May  3,  1928,  and  filed  on  May  13,  1932,  in 
the  Office  of  the  Register  in  Essex  County, 
in  Case  No.  1278,  and  also  on  the  Official 
Tax  Maps  of  the  Town  of  West  Orange.  * 

Parcel  2.  Beginning  at  a  point  formed  by 
the  intersection  of  the  northerly  line  of  Har¬ 
rington  Terrace  with  the .  easterly  line  of 
Fundus  Road,  as  shown  on  the  aforesaid 
Map  of  C.  W.  Fundus,  No.  1278,  and  from 
thence  running  (1)  in  a  northeasterly  direc¬ 
tion  along  Fundus  Road,  64.24  feet  to  the 
southerly  line  of  Lot  No.  21  as  shown  on  said 
Map,  (2)  thence  south  56  degrees  38  minutes 
east  41.76  feet,  (3)  thence  South  18  degrees 
46  minutes  West  50.27  feet  to  the  Northerly 
line  of  Harrington  Terrace,  (4)  thence  along 
Harrington  Terrace  North  71  degrees  14  min¬ 
utes  West  61.17  feet  to  the  point  of  beginning. 
Said  premises  being  also  known  as  Lot  18  in 
Block  153-N  on  the  Official  Tax  Maps  of  the 
Town  of  West  Orange. 

Parcel  3.  Lots  41,  30,  29,  28,  26,  and  27  in 
Block  153  as  shown  on  Map  of  C.  W.  Fundus, 
No.  1278,  above  referred  to,  said  lots  also 
being  known  as  Lots  24,  35  to  39  inclusive 
in  Block  153-0  on  the  Official  Tax  Maps  of 
the  Town  of  West  Orange. 

Parcel  4.  Beginning  at  a  point  formed  by 
the  intersection  of  the  Northerly  line  of 
Harrington  Terrace  with  the  Westerly  line 
of  Fundus  Road,  as  shown  on  the  Map  of 
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C.  W.  Fundus,  No.  1278,  above  referred  to, 
and  from  thence  running  (1)  along  Fundus 
Road  in  a  northeasterly  direction  for  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  77.60  feet  to  the  southerly  line  of 
Lot  41  as  shown  on  said  Map,  thence  (2) 
North  56  degrees  38  minutes  West  80.32  feet, 
thence  (3)  South  18  degrees  46  minutes  West 
94.05  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  Northerly  line 
of  Harrington  Terrace,  and  thence  (4)  along 
Harrington  Terrace  South  71  degrees  14  min¬ 
utes  East  52.66  feet  to  the  point  of  beginning. 


said  premises  being  also  known  as  Lot  23  in 
Block  153-0  on  the  Official  Tax  Maps  of  the 
Town  of  West  Orange. 

All  other  provisions  of  said  Vesting 
Order  16931  and  all  actions  taken  by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  in  reliance  thereon,  pur¬ 
suant  thereto  and  under  the  authority 
thereof  are  hereby  ratified  and  con¬ 
firmed. 


2739 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
April  23, 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Alien  Prop¬ 
erty. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-3290:  Filed,  Apr.  26,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


